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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour & Housing ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 1601 /78 /L & H . Dated, Trivandrum , 13th October 1978 . 

The award of the Labour Court, Quilon in respect of the dispute between 
the President, Veliyannoor Co-operative Bank Ltd., No. 282, Veliyan 
noor P.O., and his workman , Shri A. N. Raveendran Nair, Aracka 
paramlıil, Puthuveli P. O., Monippally received by Government on 7-10-1978 
is hereby published under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 
P. M. SREEVASUDEVAN , 

Deputy Secretary. 


In tho Labour Court, Quilon 
Dated this the 7th day of September, 1978 

Present : 
SHRI ALFRED DANIEL , B.A., B.L., 

Presiding Officer 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 6/78 

Between 
The President, Veliyannoor Service Co-operative Bank Ltd. No. 282, 

Veliyannoor , P. O. 

And 
The workman of the above establishment namely Sri A. N. Raveendrar 

Nair , Arackaparambil, Puthuveli P. O., Monippally 
Representation : 
Shri K. V. George, 
Advocate , 

For the Workman 
Kottayam - 2. 
Shri Thomas Rajan , 
Advocate, 

For the Management 
Kottayam . 
GA . 220 /J. 
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AWARD 


The above industrial dispute between the President, Veliyan noor 
Service Co-operative Bank Ltd. No. 282 , Veliyannoor P. O. and the work 
man of the above establishment namely . Shri A. N. Raveendran Nair, 
Arackaparambil, Puthuveli P. O. Monippally was referred to this Court 
for adjudication under Section 10 ( 1) ( c) of the Industrial Disputes Act of 
1947 < 3 per Order in G.O. (Rt.) No. 13 /78 / L & H dated 3-1-1978 . 

The issue referred for adjudication is " denial of employment to 
Shri A. N. Raveendran Nair " . 


As per the Claim Statement of the Workman Shri Ravindran Nair, he 
was appointed as Salesman on daily wage of Rs. 3 temporarily from 
15-9-1973 on his depositing a security amount of Rs. 500, he was appointed 
permanently from 29-12-1973 in the scale of Rs. 80-5-120 on his depositing a 
security amount of Rs. 750 , the appointment though was made as per the 
decision of the Directors Board the decision to remove him from service and 
the communication of the decision were by the President of the Bank and 
hence the dismissal order is illegal and unauthorised , since he was removed 
from service during probation period without previous notice , and without 
the order of the Co.operative Registrar the dismissal order is illegal and 
violative of the Co-operative Societies Act, he was removed from service 
showing the reason that he was unsuitable to hold the post but that reason 
is unsound 

and hence the dismissal order may be cancelled and 
Shri Raveendran Nair may be reinstated in service with back wages . 

To the above claim statement the Society has filed a written statement 
contending mainly: The Board took a decision that the Secretary and the 
Salesman of the Bank were equally responsible for shortage in goods and so 
each of them had to make good the loss in proportion . Accordingly the 
Salesman deposited his portion . Thereafter a domestic enquiry was held 
and as per the 

decision of the Directors Board dated 20-9-1975 
Shri A. N. Raveendran Nair was to be reinstated in service. Due to certain 
technical objcctions, the decision could not be put into practice . From 
16-8-1974 the duty of the Salesman had to be attended to temporarily by 
different persons and so the relevant expenses cannot be made good if 
Shri Raveendran Nair is reinstated with back wages . Hence it is not 
plausible or practical to reinstate Shri Raveendran Nair with backwages. 

On 7-8-1978 on which date the above written statement was filed by 
the Society Shri Raveendran Nair put it in writing on the written statement 
" സർവ്വീസ് ലഭിക്കത്തക്കവണ്ണം ജോലിയിൽ തുടർന്ന് പ്രവേശിക്കാൻ അനുവ 
ദിച്ചു ഉത്തരവുണ്ടാകണം. ഇടക്കാല ശമ്പളം ( പസ് ചെയ്യുന്നില്ല . 

In view of the Written statement expressing willingness of the Society to 
reinstate Shri Raveendran Nair in service without back wages and the 
willingness expressed by Shri Raveendran Nair by his endorsement on the 
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written statement an award has to be passed for reinstatement of 
Shri Raveendran Nair in service with continuity of service but without back 
wages and other benefits. 

In the result I hereby pass an award setting aside the order of dismissal 
of Shri A. N. Raveendran Nair and directing the Management-Society to 
reinstate Shri Raveendran Nair with continuity of service, but without 
back wages. Parties to bear costs in the circumstances. 

This award will take effect on the expiry of 30 days of its publication 
in the Kerala Government gazette as enjoined in Section 17 A (1 ) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 

ALFRED DANIEL , 
Prestding. Oficer . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour & Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 1486 /78 /L & H Dated , Trivandrum , 23rd September 1978. 

The award of the Labour Court, Kozhikode in respect of the dispute 
between Shri K. V. Vasu , Proprietor, Victoria Rice Mill, Vallanghy, 
Nemmara and his workman Shri K. Neelakandan Nair, Clo P. Krishnan 
kutty Nair, Kolangara House, P. O. Viyyoor , Trichur received by Govern 
ment on 11-9-1978 is hereby published un er section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ). 

By order of the Governor , 
P. M. SREEVASUDEVAN , 

Deputy Secretary. 


In the Labour Court, Kozhikode, Kerala State 
Dated this the 31st day of August, 1978 

Present: 
SHRI T. M. VISHNU NAMBISSAN , B.A., B.L., 

Presiding Officer 

In 
I.D. No. 44/78 . 

Between 
Shri K. V. Vasu , Proprietor, Victoria Rice Mill, Vallanghy, Nemmara 

And 
Shri K. Neelakandan Nair , Clo . P. Krishnankutty Nair , Kolangara 

House , P.O. Viyyoor, Trichur . 
Representations : 
Smt. Gouri Sreedharan , 

For the Management. 
Advocate, Palghat. 

AWARD 
1. This industrial dispute was referred to this court, as per G. O.Rt. 
No. 793/ 78 /L & H dated 9-5-1978 . In the reference it is stated that the 
Government are of the opinion that an industrial dispute exists between 
Shri K. V. Vasu , Proprietor, Victoria Rice Mill , Vallanghy, Nemmara and 

GA . 20813 
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the workman of the above concern represented by Shri K. Neela kandan 
Nair , C /o . P. Krishnankutty Nair , Kolangara House, P. O. Viyyoor, 
Trichur, regarding denial of employment to Shri K. Neelakantan Nair . 
The reference was taken on file by this court and potices were issued to both 
parties. 

2. The management appeared by counsel on 13-7-1978 whereas the worker 
was absent on that date. So a registered notice was ordered to be issued to 
him on 9-8-1978 . The registered notice was served on the worker and 
inspite of that he was absent on 9-8-1978 and as such he was declared 
exparte. Since no claim is put forward by the worker, it cannot be held 
that an industrial dispute is pending at present. I make the award that no 
industrial dispute is pending between the worker and the management. 

3. This award will come into force 30 days after publication of the 
same in the Official Gazette. 

Dictatud to the Stenographer and transcribed by him , revised and corrc 
cted by me on the 31st day of August, 1978 . 


T. M. VISHNU NAMBISSAN 

Presiding Officer, 
Labour Court, Kozhikode . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Abstract 


ESTABLISHMENT - P . W. D. - WORK ESTABLISHMENT EMPLOYEES ABSORBED 

INTO REGULAR ESTABLISHMENT_FINAL GRADATION LIST OF ROLLER 
DRIVERS AS ON 1-4-1968 - INCLUSION OF NAMES - ORDERS ISSUED . 


PUBLIC WORKS & ELECTRICITY ( J ) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 1492 /78 /PW & E . Dated , Trivandrum , 29th August 1978 . 


Read : -1. G. O. ( P) No. 108 /72 /PW dated 1-6-1972. 
2. Correspondence resting with D.O. letter No. 15262/75 /EIVE 

dated 28-7-1978 from the Administrative Officer, P.W.D. 


ORDER 


The final gradation list of Roller Drivers in the Public Works Depart 
ment as on 1-4-1968 was approved and published with the G. O. read 
above. The names of 135 Roller Drivers are given in the gradation list . 
The Chief Engineer has now brought to the notice of Governmert that the 
names of 6 Roller Drivers in the department do not find place in the list 
and has therefore requested that their names may also be incorporated in 
the list . The Chief Engineer has also proposed that the cadre strength of 
the category of Roller Drivers in the department as on 1-4-1968 may be fixed 
as 141. 

2. Government are accordingly pleased to order that the names of the 
six Roller Drivers given in the appendix I to this G. O be incorporated in 
the final gradation list of Roller Drivers as on 1.4-1968 with the details 
shown therein . 

3. The cadre strength of the category of Roller Drivers in the Depart 
ment as on 1-4-1968 is fixed as 141, as detailed in Appendix II. 


By order of the Governor, 
M. C. RAJA RAJA VARMA , 
Joint Secretary. 

[P.r.o.) 


G. 1635 
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APPE 


Name 


Qualifications 


Rank 
No. 


General 


Special 


(1) 


(2 ) 


(3) 


110A 


G : Thankappan Pillai 


Literate 


133A 


K. Parameswara Kurup 


133B 


K. Sreekantan Nair 


Literate 


134A 


K. Balakrishna Panicker 


IV class 
(Malayalam ) 


Proficiency test for 
Fireman , II class 
Boiler attendant s cer 
tificate of competency 

Proficiency certificate 
in driving Steam and 
Diesel Road Roller, 
Proficiency certificate 
for Fireman . 

Proficiency test for 
Roller Driver, Profici 
ency test as Fireman , 
Boiler attendant s 
certificate . 

II class Boiler 
attendant s certificate , 
Driving licence for 
both Steam and Diesel 
road roller. 
Proficiency certificate 
as Fireman , Compe 
tency certificate as 
Roller driver, passed 
second class Boiler 
attendant s certificate. 


134B 


K. Kesayan 


IV class 


1340 


C.R. Sukumaran Nair 


V class 
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NDIX I 


Date 

of 
birth 


Date of 1st 
appointment 
in service 


Date of 
commence 

ment of 
continuous 

service 


Break 

etc. 


Division 


Length 

of 
service 
Y MD 


(5 ) 


(6 ) 


(8 ) 


( 9 ) 


( 10 ) 


17-2-1927 


24-8-1951 


24-4-1963 4 


11 


7 


Nil 


B & R Division , 

Quilon . 
B & R Division , 

Trichur. 


7-4-1920 


12-8-1949 


1-2-1968 0 2 0 


Nil 


1-2-1968 0 


2 


0 


Nil 


do . 


2-8-1104 19-10-1954 
M.E. 


25-10-1926 


4-4-1955 


3-2-1968 0 1 28 


Nil 


do . 


12-8-1949 


4-2-1968 0 1 27 


Nil 


15-6-1100 
ME. 


B & R Division , 
Ernakulam . 


25-3-1934 


5-11-1955 


5-2-1968 01 26 


Nil 


B & R Division , 
Cannanore. 
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APPENDIX II 


B & R Division , Cannanore 
B & R Division Palghat 
B & R Division , Kozhikode 
B & R Division , Ernakulam 
B & R Division , Alleppey 
B & R Division , Trivandrum 
B & R Division , Muvattupuzha 
B & R Division , Quilon 
B & R Division , Kottayam 
West Coast Roads Division , Tellicherry 
B & R Division , Trichur 
Irrigation Division , Trivandrum 
Minor Irrigation Division , Palghat 
Chitturpuzha Project Division, Chitturpuzha 
Kuttiady Project Division No. I 
Irrigation Division , Trichur 
Irrigation Division , Malampuzha 
PI.P. Division , Pathanamthitta 
Irrigation Division, Palghat 
P.V.I. Division , Perumbavoor 
K.I.P. Division , Thenmala 


Nos . 
10 
15 
18 
10 

9 
13 

9 
12 
12 

4 
12 


1 


4 
2 


1 
1 


3 
1 
2 


141 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Food ( C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 9706 /C1/78 /Food , 

Dated , Trivandrum , 25th Seplembar 1978 . 
The Government of India Orders GSR . 440 (E ) dated the 1st Septem 
ber, 1978 and 442 (E ) dated the 2nd September, 1978 of Ministry of 
Commerce, Civil Supplies and Co - operation (Department of Civil Supplies 
and Co -operation ) published in Part II, Section 3 subsection (i) of the 
Gazette of India Extraordinary dated ls. September , 1978 and 2nd 
September, 1978 respectively arc hereby republished for general information . 

By order of the Governor, 

B. VASANTHI, 
Under Secretary . 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
Ministry of Commerce, Civil Supplies & Co- opn . 
(Department of C. S. and Co- operation ) 

New Delhi the 1st September 1978 . 

ORDER 
GS.R. 440 ( E ) -In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause 
( 1 ) o clause 4 of the Vegetable Oil Products Control Order, 1947, the 
Vegetableil Products Controller for India hereby makes the following 
order to am nd the Vegetable Oil Products (Standard of Quality ) Order, 
1975, namely : 

1. (1) This order may be called the Vegetable Oil Products (Standard 
of Quality ) Amendment Order, 1978 . 

( 2) It shall come into force at once . 
2. In the First Schedule to the Vegetable Oil Products (Standard of 
Quality) Order, 1975 , in paragraph 2 in sub -clause (a) of clause (1), the 
following shall be added at the end, namely : 

“ Palmole in ." 

[No. 9-VP ( 11) /77 ] 

( Sd .) 
T. BALAKRISHNAN , 
Vegetable Oil Products Controller 

for India . 
G. 1692 

[ P. T. 0.] 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
Ministry of Commerce , Civil Supplies & Co-operation 
(Department of Civil Supplies & Co- opn .) 

New Delhi, the 2nd September, 1978 . 

ORDER 
G.S.R. 442 ( E )—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub - clause (1) 
of clause 4 and sub- clause ( 1) of clause 4B of the Vegetable Oil Products 
Control Order, 1947 and in supersession of the order of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Commerce, Civil Supplies and Co -operation 
(Department of Civil Supplies and Co -operation ) No.G.S.R. 86 ( E ) dated 
the 28th February , 1978 , and the limits of usage of refined Vegetable oils 
specified in şub -clause (a ) of clause (2) of paragraph 2 of the First Schedule 
to the Vegetable Oil Products (Standard of Quality ) Order, 1975 , the 
Vegetable Oil Products Controller of India hereby prescribes the limits 
specified in column (3 ) of the Table below as the limits of usage of the 
vegetable oil specified in the corresponding entry in column ( 1) of the said 
Table in the manufacture of Vegetable Oil Product (other than products 
manufactured for non -edible industrial use ) in the regions specified in the 
corresponding entry in column (2 ) of the said table for the period specified 
in the corresponding entry in column (4 ) of the said table. 

THE TABLE 


Limit of usage 


Name of Vegetable Oil 


Region 


(per cent by wei 
ght) of vegetable 
oil product 


Period 


(3 ) 


(2 ) 
All regions 


(4 ) 
Quarterly 


80 


All regions 


15 


Quarterly 


( 1) 
1. Imported vegetable oils 

supplied through the 
State Trading Corpn . 
or indigenous cotton 

seed oil. 
2 . Cotton seed oil, niger 

seed oil, indigenous 
soyabean oil , ricebran 
oil, inaize (corn ) oil, 
watermelen seed oil, 
indigenous sunflower 
seed oil , mahua oil , 

safflower seed oil. 
3. Refined sesame oil as 

liquid oil . 


All regions 


5 


3 


2. Provided that the factories using more of cotton seed oil in lieu 
of imported oil in the manufacture of above mentioned vegetable oil 
products will to that extent not draw imported oil from the State Trading 
Corporation . 


[No. 9-VP (4)/77] . 

(Sd.) 
T. BALAKRISHNAN , 
Vegetable Oil Products Controller 

for India . 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்டத் துறை 
அறிவிக்கை 


எண் . 7884 ; இ 1 / 71 /சட்டம் . 


1973 ஜூலை 26 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1895 ஸ்ராவணா 4 


கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றத்தின் பின்வரும் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென 
இதனால் பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையால் நிறைவேற்றப் 
பட்டவாறான இந்த மசோதாவுக்கு 1973 ஜூலை 25 - ம் நாள் ஆளுநரின் ஒப்புதல் 
கிடைக்கப்பெற்றது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணப்படி , 

எம் . சேகரன் , 
சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 


The Kerala Civil Courts (Amendment) Act, 1973 

1973- ன் 22 -வது சட்டம் 
1973 - ன் கேரள உரிமையியல் நீதிமன்றங்கள் (திருத்த ) சட்டம் 
1957- ன் கேரள உரிமையியல் நீதிமன்றங்கள் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்து 
வதற்கான ஒரு சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.-- இதன் பின்னர் காணப்படும் நோக்கங்களுக்காக 1957 - ன் 
கேரள உரிமையியல் நீதிமன்றங்கள் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவது உகந்த 
தாகையால் ; 

இது , இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்து நான்காவது ஆண்டில் பின்வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும் . 

1 . சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும்.- ( 1 ) இச்சட்டம், 1973- ன் கேரள 
உரிமையியல் நீதி மனறங்கள் (திருத்த ) சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

( 2 ) இது 1957 , பெப்ருவரி 15 - ஆம் நாள் அமலுக்கு வந்துள்ளதாகக் 
கருதப்படவேண்டும் . 

2. பிரிவு 13- ன் திருத்தம்.- 1957 - ன் கேரள உரிமையியல் நீதிமன்றங்கள் 
சட்டத்தின் (1957 - ன் 1 ) பிரிவு 13 - ன் துனைப்பிரிவு (1)-ன் முதல் காப்பு வாசகத் 
திற்குப்பதிலாக பின்வரும் காப்பு வாசகம் இடப்பட வேண்டும் . அதாவது: 

" என்றிருப்பினும், ஏதேனும் மாவட்டத்தில் , மாவட்ட நீதி மன்றம் அமைந் 
துள்ள இடமல்லாத பிறிதொரு இடத்தில் ஒரு சார்நிலை நீதிபதி நீதிமன்றம் 
நிறுவப்பட்டிருக்கும் 

போது . அத்தகைய 

சார் நிலை நீதிபதி நீதி 
மன்றத்தின் அதிகார வரம்பின் தல எல்லைகளுக்குட்பட்ட முன்சிப் நீதிமன் 
றங்களின் தீர்ப்பாணைகளி லிருந்தான அல்லது ஆணைகளிலிருந்தான மேல முறை 
யீடுகள் அத்தகைய சார்நிலை நீதிபதி நீதிமன்றத்தில் தாக்கல் செய்யப்படலாம் . 


G. 1548/ V . 


. 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்டத் துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 2176 - எ. ப் 1 / 74 /சட்டம் . 

1974 மார்ச் 12 
திருவனந்தபுரம், 

1895 பல்குனா 21 
கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றத்தின் பின்வரும் சட்டம் பொதுத்தகவலுக்கென 
இதனால் பிரசுரிக்கப்படுகிறது . சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையால் நிறைவேற்றப்பட்ட 
மசோதாவிற்கு 1974 மார்ச் 12 - ம் தேதி ஆளுநரின் ஒப்புதல் கிடைத்துள்ளது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் . சேகரன் , 

சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 
The Kerala University (Amendment ) Act , 1974 

1974 ன் 4- வது சட்டம் 
1974- ன் கேரள பல்கலைக்கழக (திருத்த ) சட்டம் 
1969- ன் கேரள பல்கலைக் கழகச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான 
ஒரு சட்டம். 

தோற்றுவாய்.- இதன் பின்னர் வரும் நோக்கத்திற்காக 1969- ன் கேரள 
பல்கலைக்கழகச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவது உசிதமென்பதால் , 

இந்தியக்குடியரசின் இருபத்தி ஐந்தாவது வருடத்தில் இது பின்வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும் . 

1 . சுருக்கத் தலைப்பு.- இந்தச் சட்டம் 1974 - ன் கேரள பல்கலைக்கழக 
( திருத்த) சட்டம் என்று அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

2. பிரிவு 75 ஏ - ன் திருத்தம்.-- (இதன் பின்னர் முதற் சட்டம் என்று 
குறிப்பிடப்படுகின்ற ) 1969 - ன் கேரள பல்கலைக்கழகச் சட்டத்தின் (1969 - ன் 9 ) 
பிரிவு 75 ஏ - யில் துணைப்பிரிவு (2 )-ல் நான்கு வருடங்கள் எனும் சொற்களுக்குப் 
பதிலான நான்கு வருடங்களும் ஆறு மாதங்களும் எனும் சொற்கள் இடப்பட 
வேண்டும் . 
3 . இரத்தாதலும் தவிர்ப்பும்.- ( 1 ) 1973- ன் 

கேரள பல்கலைக்கழக 
( திருத்த) அவசரச் சட்டம் ( 1973 - ன் 12 ) இதனால் இரத்துச் செய்யப்படுகிறது . 

( 2 ) அவ்வாறு இரத்து செய்யப்பட்டபோதிலும் மேற்சொன்ன அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தினால் திருத்தப்பட்ட முதற் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் செய்யப்பட்ட எதுவும் 
அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் நடவடிக்கையும் இந்தச் சட்டம் 1973 
நவம்பர் 11- ம் நாளன்று அமலில் வந்திருப்பதாகக் கருதி இச்சட்டத்தினால் 
திருத்தப்பட்ட முதற் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் செய்யப்பட்டிருப்பதாக அல்லது மேற் 
கொள்ளப்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் கருதப்படவேண்டும் . 

G. 1145/ V 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்ட ( டி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 


எண் . 16550 - டி 2 /72 | சட்டம் , 

1973 ஜூலை 7 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1895 ஆஷாடா 16 
கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றத்தின் பின் வரும் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென 
இதனால் பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையால் நிறைவேற்றப் 
பட்டவாறான இந்த மசோதாவுக்கு 1973 ஜூலை 6 - ஆம் நாள் ஆளுநரின் ஒப்புதல் 
கிடைக்கப்பெற்றது . 

ஆளுநரின் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம். சேகரன் , 
சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 


The Kerala Land Development (Amendment) Act, 1973 

1973- ன் 16-வது சட்டம் 
1973 - ன் கேரள நிலச் சீர்திருத்தச் (திருத்த ) சட்டம் 
1964- ன் கேரள நிலச் சீர் திருத்தச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான 
ஒரு சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.- இதன் பின்னர் காணப்படும் நோக்கங்களுக்காக 1964- ன் 
கேரள நிலச் சீர்திருத்தச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவது உகந்த தாகையால் ; 

இது , இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்து நான்காவது ஆண்டில் பின் வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும் . 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும்.-- இந்தச் சட்டம் , 1973 - ன் கேரள 
நிலச் சீர் திருத்தச் ( அவசர ) சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

( 2 ) இது உடனடி அமலுக்கு வரும் , 

2 . பிரிவு 2 - ன் திருத்தம்.- 1964 - ன் கேரள நிலச் சீர்திருத்தச் சட்டத்தின் 
(1964 - ன் 17) பிரிவு 2 - ன் உட் பிரிவு ( எப் . எப்.)- க்குப் பதிலாக பின்வரும் 
உட்பிரிவு இடப்படவேண்டும் : அதாவது : 

“ ( எ , எப் .) " பாட சேகரம் ” எனில் , ஒரு பொது சாகுபடித் திட்டத்திற்கு 
அல்லது 

தண்ணீர் இறைத்தல் மற்றும் பாசனம் உட்பட்லாக பொது 
வேளாண்மை வேலைகளைச் செய்வதற்குத் தகுதியான ஒரு பொது வெளி எல்லை 
யுடைய அல்லது இல்லாத ஒரு கூட்டு நிலங்கள் அல்லது பிறபூமிப் பகுதிகள் 
என்று பொருள்படும் . 


G. 1547/ V . 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்டத் துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் , 8678 - எ . , ப் 1 /74/சட்டம். 

1974 ஜூண் 10 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1896 ஜைஸ்தா 2 
1974 , ஜூண் 8 - ம் நாள் ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கைச் செய்யப்பட்ட 
பின்வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதனால் பிரசுரிக்கப்படு 
கிறது , 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி) 

எம் . சேகரன் , 

சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 
The Calicut University ( Second Amendment ) Ordinance, 1974 

1974 - ன் 5 - வது அவசரச் சட்டம் 
1974 - ன் காலிக்கட் பல்கலைக்கழக (இரண்டாவது திருத்த ) 

அவசரச் சட்டம் 
இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்து ஐந்தாவது ஆண்டில் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்டது . 

1968- ன் காலிக்கட் பல்கலைக்கழகச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான 
ஒரு அவசரச் சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய் .-- கேரள சட்டமன்றப் பேரவைக் கூட்டத்தொடரிலல்லாத 
தாலும் , உடனடி நடவடிக்கை எடுப்பதற்குத் தேவையான சூழ்நிலைகள் நிலவி 
லுள்ளன என்று கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்தியுறுவதாலும் , 

இப்போது , எனவே , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் விதிமுறை 213 - ன் உட்பிரிவு 
( 1 )-ஆல் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பயன்படுத்தி , கேரள ஆளுநர் பின்வரும் 
அவசரச் சட்டத்தினை விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்ய மனமுவந்துள்ளார் : 
1. சுருக்கத்தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும் .-- ( 1 ) 

அவசரச் சட்டம் 
1974 - ன் காலிக்கட் பல்கலைக்கழக (இரண்டாவது திருத்த ) அவசரச் சட்டம் என 
அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

( 2 ) இது உடனடி அமலுக்கு வரும் . 
2. பிரிவு 50- ன் திருத்தம்.- 1968- ன் காலிக்கட் பல்கலைக் கழகச் சட்டத்தின் 
(1968 - ன் 24 ) பிரிவு 50 - ல் “ ஐந்து வருடங்களும் ஒன்பது மாதங்களும் எனும் 
சொற்களுக்குப் பதிலாக " ஆறு வருடங்கள் 

எனும் சொற்கள் இடப்பட 
வேண்டும். 

என் , என் , வாஞ்சூ, 

ஆளுநர் , 


F. 1338 / V , 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்டத்துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 17216 - எச்4 /70 /சட்டம் 

1973 ஜூலை 10 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1895 ஆஷாடா 19 
கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றத்தின் பின்வரும் சட்டம் பொதுத்தகவலுக்கென 
இதனால் பிரகரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையால் நிறைவேற்றப் 
பட்டவாறான இந்த மசோதாவுக்கு . 1973 , ஜூலை 9 - ம் நாள் ஆளுநரின் ஒப்புதல் 
கிடைக்கப்பெற்றது . 

ஆளுநரின் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் . சேகரன் , 

சட்டச் செயலாளர் , 
The Prohibition ( Amendment) Act, 1973 

1973 - ன் 17 -வது சட்டம் 

1973 - ன் மதுவிலக்கு (திருத்த) சட்டம் 
1950 - ன் மது விலக்குச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான 
சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.--இதன் பின்னர் காணப்படும் நோக்கங்களுக்காக , 1950 - ன் 
மதுவிலக்குச் சட்டத்தை மேலும் திருத்துவது உகந்ததாகையால் , 

இது , இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்து நான்காவது ஆண்டில் பின்வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும் . 

1 . சுருக்கத் தலைப்பு.- இச்சட்டம், 1973 - ன் மதுவிலக்கு ( திருத்த ) சட்டம் 
என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

2. பிரிவு 1 - ன் திருத்தம் .-- (இதன் பின்னர் முதற் சட்டம் எனக் குறிப்பிடப் 
படும்) 1950- ன் மது விலக்குச் சட்டத்தின் ( 1950 - ன் XIII ) பிரிவு 1- ன் துணைப் 
பிரிவு ( 3) - ன் , உட்பிரிவு ( எ) -ல் , “ பிரிவுகள் 7 மற்றும் 11 எனும் சொற்கள் 
மற்றும் எண்கள், க்குப்பதிலாக " பிரிவு 7 எனும் சொல் மற்றும் எண் இடப்பட 
வேண்டும் . 

3 , பிரிவு 2 - ன் திருத்தம் .-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 2 - ன் , துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 1, -ல் , “ ( பிரிவுகள் 1 , 7 மற்றும் 11 தவிர) எனும் அடைப்புக்குறிகள் , 
சொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்களுக்குப் பதிலாக “ ( பிரிவுகள் 1 மற்றும் 7 தவிர ) 
எனும் அடைப்புக் குறிகள் , சொற்கள் மற்றும் எஸ்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

4. பிரிவு -ன் திருத்தம்.- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 6 - ன் , துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 2) -ல், “ பிரிவுகள் 1 , 7 மற்றும் 1 ] எனும் சொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்களுக்குப் 
பதிலாக , அவை வருகிற இரு இடங்களிலும் பிரிவுகள் 1 மற்றும் 7 எனும் 
பொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

5. பிரிவு ! 1 வீடப்படல்.- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 11 விடப்படவேண்டும் . 
G. 1719/ V . 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்டத் துறை 

விளம்பரம் 
எண் . 1664 / எப் 1/ 73 /சட்டம் . 

1973 டிசம்பர் : 
[ திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1895 அக்ரஹாயனா 15 
1973 , டிசம்பர் 6 - ம் நாளன்று ஆளுநரால் அவசர விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை 
செய்யப்பட்டக் கீழ்க்காணும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதன் 
மூலம் பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 
பி . வி . இராமச் சந்திரன் , 

சட்ட கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 
The Cochin University ( Amendment ) Ordinance, 1973 

1973- ன் 19-வது அவசரச் சட்டம் 
1973 - ன் கொச்சி பல்கலைக்கழக (திருத்த ) அவசரச் சட்டம் 
இந்திய குடியரசின் இருபத்து நான்காவது ஆண்டில் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
அவசர விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்டது . 

1971 - ன் கொச்சி பல்கலைக்கழக சட்டத்தினை திருத்துவதற்கான ஒரு அவசரச் 
சட்டம் 

தோற்றுவாய்.-- கேரள சட்டமன்றப் பேரவை கூட்டத்தொடரில் இல்லா 
ழையாலும் , உடனடி நடவடிக்கை எடுக்கத் தேவையான சூழ்நிலைகள் நிலவிலுள் 
ளன்வென்று கேரள ஆளுநர் கருதுவதனாலும் , 

எனவே , தற்போது , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் விதி 213 - ன் உட்பிரிவு 
( 1 )-ன் மூலம் வழங்கப்பட்டுள்ள அதிகாரங்களைப் பயன்படுத்தி கீழ்க்காணும் 
அவசரச் சட்டத்தினை அவசர விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்ய கேரள 

ஆளுநர் 
மனமுவந்துள்ளார்.- 

1. சுருக்கத்தலைப்பு .-- இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1973- ன் கொச்சி பல்கலைக் 
கழக (திருத்த) அவசரச் சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

2. பிரிவு 56 - ன் கிருத்தம்.- 1971 - ன் கொச்சி பல்கலைக்கழக சட்டத்தின் 
(1971 - ன் 30 ) பிரிவு 56 - ன் இறுதியில் பின் வரும் காப்பு வாசகம் புகுத்தப்பட 
வேண்டும் , அதாவது: 

எனினும், எக்காரணத்தினாலே னும் , சட்டத்தின் அத்தியாயம் IV- ன் 
ஏற்பாடுகளுக் கிணங்க பல்கலைக்கழகத்தின் ஏதேனும் அதிகாரக்குழு துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 2 )-ன் கீழ் எவ்வளவு காலத்திற்கென நியமிக்கப்பட்டுள்ளதோ அவ்வளவு காலம் 
முடிவுறுமுன் அமைக்க இயலவில்லையெனில் பல்கலைக்கழக வேந்தர் , அரசிதழில் 
விளம்பரம் செய்வதன் பலம் அந்த அதிகாரிக்குழுவின் பதவிக்காலத்தை 
மேலும் ஆறு மாதங்களுக்கு மிகைப்படாத காலத்திற்கு நீட்டலாம் . 

எம் . என் . வாஞ்சூ, 


ஆளுநர். 


G. 52 / V . 
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Section iii 
கேரள அரசு 
சட்டத் துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 7534 / எப் 1 /74/ சட்டம் 

1974 மே 20 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1896 வைசாகா 30 
1974 மே மாதம் 20- ம் தேதி ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்ட 
பின்வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதனால் பிரசுரிக்கப் 
படுகிறது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் . சேகரன் , 

சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 
The Kerala University (Second Amendment) Ordinance , 1974 

1974- ன் 3 -வது அவசரச் சட்டம் 


1974- ன் கேரள பல்கலைக்கழக ( இரண்டாவது திருத்த) அவசரச் சட்டம் 

இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்தி ஐந்தாவது வருடத்தில் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்டது . 

1969 - ன் கேரள பல்கலைக்கழகச் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான ஒரு 
அவசரச் சட்டம் , 

தோற்றுவாய் . - கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றப்பேரவை கூட்டத்தொடரில் 
இல்லாதிருப்பதாலும் 

உடனடி 

நடவடிக்கை மேற்கொள்ளத் தேவையான 
சூழ்நிலைகள் நிலவிலுள்ளன என்று கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்திப்படுவதாலும் ; 

இப்போது , எனவே , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்புச் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 213 - ன் 
உட்பிரிவு ( 1)-னால் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து பின்வரும் 
அவசரச் சட்டத்தினை விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்ய கேரள ஆளுநர் மனமுவந் 
துள்ளார் : 

1. சுருக்கத்தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும்.- ( 1 ) இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1974 - ன் 
கேரள பல்கலைக்கழக ( இரண்டாவது திருத்த ) அவசரச் சட்டம் என்று அழைக்கப் 
படலாம் . 

( 2 ) இது உடனடி அமலுக்குவரும் . 
2. பிரிவு 75 எ - யின் திருத்தம்.- 1969 - ன் கேரள பல்கலைக்கழக சட்டத்தின் 
( 1969- ன் 9 ) பிரிவு 75 எ - யில் துணைப்பிரிவு (2) -ல் . “ நான்கு வருடங்களும் ஆறு 
மாதங்களும் எனும் சொற்களுக்குப் பதிலாக , “ நான்கு வருடங்களும் ஏழு 
மாதங்களும் ” எனும் சொற்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

என் . என் . வாஞ்சூ , 

ஆளுநர் . 
G 1343/ V . 
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Sectio iii 
கேரா அரசு 
சட்ட ( டி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 655/9 2 /74 /சட்டம் 

1974 மார்ச் 12 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1895 பல்குனா 21 
கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றத்தின் பின்வரும் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென 
இதனால் பிரசுரிக்கப்படுகின்றது . சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையால் நிறைவேற்றப்பட்ட 
மசோதாவிற்கு 1974 மார்ச் 12- ம் நாள் ஆளுநரின் ஒப்புதல் கிடைத்துள்ளது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் , சேகரன் , 

சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 
The Kerala Agricultural University ( Amendment ) Act , 1974 

1974- ன் 6 - வது சட்டம் 
1974 - ன் கேரள வேளாண்மை பல்கலைக்கழக (திருத்த ) சட்டம் 
1971- ன் கேரள வேளாண்மை பல்கலைக்கழக சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்து 
வதற்கான ஒரு சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய் .--இதன் பின்னர் வரும் நோக்கங்களுக்காக 1971- ன் கேரள 
வேளாண்மைப் பல்கலைக்கழக சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவது உசிதமென்பதால் , 

இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்தி ஐந்தாவது வருடத்தில் இது பின்வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும் : 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும்.-- (I ) இச்சட்டம் , 1974 - ன் கேரள 
வேளாண்மை பல்கலைக்கழக (திருத்த ) சட்டம் என்று அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

( 2 ) இது 1973 நவம்பர் 27- ம் தேதி அமலில் வந்திருப்பதாகக் கருதப் 
படும் . 

2 . பிரிவு 61 - ன் திருத்தம்.-- (இதன் பின்னர் முதற் சட்டம் என்று குறிப் 
பிடப்படுகின்ற) 1971 - ன் கேரள வேளாண்மைப் பல்கலைக்கழகச் சட்டத்தின் 
( 1971 - ன் 33) பிரிவு 61 - ன் துணைப் பிரிவு (2)-ல் " இரண்டு வருடங்கள் எனும் 
சொற்களுக்குப் பதிலாக “ மூன்று வருடங்கள் ” எனும் சொற்கள் இடப்பட 
வேண்டும் . 
3. இரத்தாதலும் தவிர்ப்பும்.- (1 ) 1973- ன் 

கேரள வேளாண்மை 
பல்கலைக்கழக ( இரண்டாவது திருத்த ) அவசரச் சட்டம் (1973- ன் 16 ) இதனால் 
இரத்துச் கெய்யப்படுகிறது . 

( 2 ) அவ்வாறு இரத்துச் செய்யப்பட்டபோதிலும் மேற்சொன்ன அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தினால் திருத்தப்பட்ட முதல் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் செய்யப்பட்ட எதுவும் 
அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் நடவடிக்கையும் இந்தச் சட்டத்தினால் 
திருத்தப்பட்ட முதல் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் செய்யப்பட்டிருப்பதாக அல்லது மேற் 
கொள்ளப்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் கருதப்படவேண்டும் . 

G. 1146/ V . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing ( F ) Department 

NOTIFICATIONS 


No. G. O. Rt. 1443/ 78/L & H . 


Dated, Trivandrum , 7th September 1978 . 


1 


S. R. O. No. 1145 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 87 read with section 91 - A of the Employees State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (Central Act 34 of 1948 ), Go vernment of Kerala hereby 
exempt the Cannanore Taluk Co -operative Coconut Marketing Society Ltd. 
(No. LL . 24t) Cannanore from the operation of the said Act for a period of 
one year from 29-3-1975 . 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions, 
namely : 

(1) The employer of the said society shall submit in respect of the 
period during which that society was subject to the operation of the said 
Act (hereinafter referred to as the said period), suca returns in such form 
and containing such particulars as were due from it in respect of the said 
period under the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950; 

(2 ) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under subsection (1) 
of section 45 of the said Act, or other official of the Corporation authorised 
In this behalf shall, for the purposes of - 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return submitted 
under subsection (1) of section 44 for the said period ; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were maintained as 
required by the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for - 
the said period ; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employecs continue to be entitled to 
benefits provided by the employer in cash and kind being benefits in consi 
deration ofwhich exemption is being granted under this notification ; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act bad 
been complied with during the period when such provisions were in force 
in relation to the said society be empowered to 

(a) require the principal or immediato employer to furnish to 

in such information w he may consider necessary; or 
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(5) enter ang society, establishment, afico or other premiera 

occupied by such principal or immediate employer at any 
reasonable time and require any person found in charge 
thereof to produce to such Inspector or other official and 
allow him to examine such documents, books and other 
documents relating to the employment of persons and pay. 
ment of wages or to furnish to him such information as he 

may consider necessary; or 
(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his agent or 

servant, or any person found in such society establishment, 
office or other premises, or any person wnom the said 
Inspector or other official bas reasonable cause to believe 

to bave been an employce; or 
(d) make copics of or take extracts from , any register, account 

book or other document maintained in such society 
establishment, office or other premisas. 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 
А 

request was received from the Cannanore Taluk Co- operative 
Coconut Marketing Society Ltd., Cannanore for exemption from the 
operation of Employees State Insurance Act. Asrequired un er section 89 of 
the Act, the views of the Regional Director , Employees State Insurance 
Corporation were obtained and considered . Government felt that the 
society is eligible for exemption . 

This notification is to achieve the above object. 


II 


S. R. O. No. 1146 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 87 read with section 91- A of the Employees State Insurance 
Act 1948 (Central Act 3t of 1948 ), Government of Kerala hereby exempt 
the Cannanore Taluk Co-operative Coconut Marketing Society Ltd. 
(No. LL. 244 ) Cannanore from the operation of the said Act for period of 
one year from 29-3-1976 . 


2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions, 
namely : -- 

(1 ) The employer of the said society shall submit in respect of the 
per od during which that society was subject to the operation of the said 
Act (hereinafter referred to as the said period ), such returns in such form 
and containing such particulars as were duc from it in respect of the said 
period under the Employees Stato Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 ; 


(2 ) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under subsection (1 ) 
of section 45 of the said Act, or other official of the Corporation authorised 
in this henalf shall, for the purposes of - 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return submitted 
under subsection (1) of section 44 for the said period ; or 

(li) ascertaining whether registers and records were maintained as 
required by the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for 
the said period ; or 

( üi) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be entitlea to 
benefits provided by the employer in cash and kind being benefits in consi 
deration of which exemption is being granted under this notification ; or 

(iv ) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act had 
been complied with during the period when such provisions were in force in 
relation to the said society be empowered to 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to furnish to 

him such information as hemay consider necessary ; or 
(b ) enter any society establishment, office or other premises 

occupied by such principal or immediate employer at any 
reasonable time and require any person found in charge 
thereof to produce to such Inspector or other official and 
allow him to examine such documents , books and other 
documents relating to the employment of personsand pay . 
ment of wages or to furnish to him such information as he 

may consider necessary ; or 
(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his agent 

or servant or any person found in such society establish 
ment, office or other premises,, or any person whom the 
said Inspector or other official has reasonable cause to 

believe to have been an employee; or 
( d ) make copies of or take extracts from , any register, account 

book or other documentmaintained in such society esta 
blishment, office or other premises. 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
its general purport.) 

A request was received from the Cannanore Taluk Co-operativo 
Coconut Marketing Society Ltd., Cannanore for exemption from the 
operation of Employees State Insurance Act. As required under section 89 
of the Act, the views of the Regional Director, Employees State Insurance 
Corporation were obtained and considered . Government felt that the 
society is eligible for exemption . 

This notification is to achieve the above object . 


III 


8. R. O. No. 1147 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by: section 
87 read with Section 91 A of the Employees State Insurance Act 1948 
(Central Act 34 of 1948 ), Govern Tent of Kerala hereby exempt the 
Cannanore Taluk Co-operative CoconutMarketing Society Ltd. (No. LL.244 ) 
Cannanore from the operation of the said Act for period of one year from 
29-3-1977. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions, 
Damely : 

(1) The employer of the said society shall subrnit in respect of the 
period during which that society was subject to the operation of the said 
Act (hereinafter referred to as the said period ), such returns in such form 
and containing such particulars as were due from it in respect of the said 
period under the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 ; 

(2 ) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under subsection 
(1 ) of section 45 of the said Act, or other official of the Corporation authorised 
in this behalf shall , for the purposes of - 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return submitted 
under subsection (1 ) of section 44 for the said period ; or 

(ii ) ascertaining whether registers and records were maintained 
as required by the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 
for the said period ; or 

( iii) ascertaining whether the employecs continue to be entitled to 
benefits provided by the employer in cash and kind being benefits in 
consideration of which exemption is being granted under this notification ; 


or 


(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act had 
been complied with during the period when such provisions were in force in 
relation to the said society be empowered to 

( a ) require the principal or immcdiate employer to furnish to 

him such information as he may consider necessary ; or 
(b ) enter any society establishment, office or other premises 

occupied by such principal or immediate employer at 
any reasonable time and require any person found in 
charge thereof to produce to such Inspector or other 
official and allow him to examine such documents , books 
and other documents relating to the employment of 
persons and payment of wages or to furnish to bim such 

information as he may consider necessary ; or 
(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his agent 

or servant or any person found in such society establish . 
ment, office or other premises, or any person whom the 


wid Inspector or other official hay reasonable auto 

believe to bave been an employee ; OF 
(d ) wake copies of or take extracts from , any register , account 

book or other document maintained in such society 
establishment, office or other premises. 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not forms part of the notification but is intended to indicato 
its general purport.) 

A request was received from the Cannanore Taluk Co- operative 
Coconut Marketing Society Ltd , Cannanore for exemption from the 
rpera ion of Employees State Insurance Act. As required under 89 of the 
Act, the virws of the Regional Duector, Employees State Insurance 
Corporation were obtained and considered . Government felt that the 
socie y is eligible for exemption . 

This notification is to achieve the above object 


IV 


S.R.O.No. 1148/78.-- In exercise of the powers conferred by section 87 
read with section 91A of the Employees State Insurance Act, 1948 (Central 
Act 34 of 1948 ), Government of Kerala , hereby exempt the Cannanore 
Taluk Co- oporative Coconut Marketing Society Ltd., (No. LL . 244 ), 
Cannanore from the rperation of the said Act for a period from 29-3-1978 
up to and inclusive 30-6-1978 . 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions, 
pamely : 

( 1) The employer of the said society shall submit in respect of the 
period during which that society was subject to the operation of the said 
Act (hereinafter referred to as the said period), such returns in such 
form and containing such particulars as were due from it in respect of the 
said period.under the Employee State logitance (General) Regulations, 
1950 ; 

( 2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporañon order subsection ( 1) 
of section 45 of the said Act, or other oficial of the Corporation authorised 
in this behalf shall, for the purposes of 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return submitted 
ander subsection ( 1) of section 44 for the said period ; of 

(ii) asceriaining whether registers and records were maintained aus 
required by the Employers State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for 
the said period . 

G. 1656 


(51) astercant whether thie employeua condade to be arried to 
benefits provided by the employer in cash and kind being benefits in 
consideration of which exemption is being granted under this notification , or 

( iv ) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act had 
been complied with during the period . when such provisions were in 
forca in relation to the said society be en powered to 

(a ) require the principal or immediate employer to furnish 

to him such in ormation as he may consider necessary; or 
(b ) enter any society, establishment, office or other premises 

occupied by such principal or immediate employer at 
any reasouable time and require any person found in charge 
thereof to produce to such Inspector or other official and 
allow him to examine such documents , books and other 
documents relating to the employment of persons and pay 
went of wages or to furnish to him such information as he 

may consider necessary ; or 
(c) examine the principal or immediate employer , his agent on 

servant, or any person found such society establishment, 
office or other premises, or any person whom the said 
Inspector or other official has reasonable cause to believe 

to have been an employee; or 
(d ) male copies of or take extracts from , any register, accoune 

book or other document maintained in such society 
establishment, office or other premises. 


Esplanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , bar is intended to indicats 
Its general purport.) 

A request was received from the Cannanore Taluk Co-operative Coconut 
Marketing Society Ltd., Cannanore for exemption from the operation of 
Employees State Insurance Act. As required under 89 of the Act, the 
vicws of the Regional Director , Employees State Insurance Corporation 
were obtained and considered . Government felt that the society , is eligible 
for exemption. 

This notification is to achieve the above object. 


By order of the Governor, 
R RAMACHANDRAN NAIR 

Sesselary 


AULA 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O.MS.No. 136 /78 /L & H . Datod, Trivandrem , 18th November 1978 . 

S. R. O. No. 1150 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section ( 1 ) of section 34 of the Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments 
Act, 1960 (34 of 1960) , the Government of Kerala hereby make the follow 
ing amendment to the Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments Rules , 
1961, the same having been previously published as required by subsection 
(4 ) of the said section , namely: 

AMENDMENT 
1. Shor> title and commencement.- (1) These Rules may be called the 
Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments (Amendment) Rules, 1978 . 

(2 ) These rules shall come into force at once. 

2. In the Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments Rules, 1961 
after rule 6 , the following rule shall be added , namely : 

“ 6A . Carrying of loads.- (1) No man , woman or young person shall , 
unaided by another person , lift , carry or move by hand or on head , any 
load exceeding the maximum limit in weight set out in the following 
schedule : 

SCHEDULE 
Persons 

Maximum limit in weight 


Kgs. 


Adult male 

75 
Adult female 

30 
Adolescent male 

30 
Adolescent female 

20 
Male child 

16 
Female child 

13 
(2 ) No man, woman , or young person shall in conjunction 
with others, in lifting, carrying or moving by hand or on head, any load , if 
the weight thereof exceeds the lowest weight fixed by the above schedule for 
any of the persons engaged , multiplied by the number of the persons, 
engaged” . 

By order of the Governor , 
R. RAMACHANDRAN NAIR , 

Secretary 
G. 2023 

[2.9.0 .) 


2 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 

The Government ofKerala propose to make provision in the Kerala 
Shops and Commercial Establishments Rules , 1961 relating to maximum 
pe missible weight to be carried by persons employed in Shops and Com 
mercial Establishments based on the laternational Labour Organisation 
Convention No. 127. Hence the amendment. 

This notification is intended to achieve the above object. 


. wuacTZT December 1978 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare G Department 

WITHDRAWAL NOTIFICATION 
G. O. R. T , No. 2351| 78 |LA & SWD . Dated , Triandram, 8th August 1978 . 

S.R.O. No 1151/78. - Under subsection (1 ) of section 52 of the Kerala 
Land Acquisition Act, 1961 ( Act 21 of 1962) the Government of Kerala 
hereby withdraw from the acquisition of land mentioned in the schedule 
hereto annexed in respect of which land acquisition proceedings were initiated 
by the issue of the Notification No. B4-1865 /72 dated 3rd September 1972 
under subsection ( 1) of section (3 ) thereof published at pages 3431 and 3432 
of Part III of the n erala Gazette dated 26th December, 1972 and the 
declaration , under section 6 of the Act published at pages 2650 and 2651 of 
Part III of the Kerala Gavette dated 6th November, 1973. 


എസ , ആർ. ഒ . നമ്പർ, 1151 /78. - 1961 - ലെ കേരള സഥലമെടുപ്പ്ആക്റ് 
(1962 - ലെ 21-3 ആക്ററ്) 52 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം കേരള 
ഗവൺമെൻറ ഈ തോട 

ർത്തിട്ടുളള 

പ ട്ടി ക യി ൽ പ റ ഞ്ഞി ട്ടു ഉള 
26-12-1972 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ കേരളാ ഗസററിൽ 3 -ാം ഭാഗത്ത് 3431 , 3432 -ാം 
പേജിൽ ( പസ ദ °ധപ്പെടുത്തിയ പ്രസ്തുത ആ ക ° റം ” 3.. വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഉപ 
വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരമുളള 3-9-1972 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ ബി 4-1865 72 -ാം നമ്പർ 
പരസ്യം പുറപ്പെടുവിച്ചുകൊണ്ട് സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പു നടപടികൾ ആരംഭിച്ചി 
ട്ടുളളതും 6-11-1973-ാം തീയതിയിലെ കേരള ഗസറാിൽ 3 -ാം ഭാഗത്ത് 2650, 
2651 -ാം പേജിൽ പ്രസ്തുത ആക്ററ് 6 -ാം വകുപ്പി (പകാരമുളള പ്രഖ്യാപനം 
പ്രസിദ്ധപ്പെടുത്തിയിട്ടുളളതുമായ സ്ഥലം വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതിൽനിന്നും 
ഇതിനാൽ പിൻവാങ്ങുന്നു . 

SOBEDULE 

District - Trichur 
Talak- Mukundapuram 

Village - Irinjalakuda 
S. Description 

Extent 
No. 

Hectare 
67/2-14. Dry 

0.0198 


By order of the Governor , 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary 


d , 141 
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GOVERNMØNT OP KERALA 


Local Administration and Social Welfare (G ) Departar 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. Rt. No.2166| 78 |LA & .SWD 

Duied , Trinandrum , 20th July 78 . 
SRO N ... 1153/78 --lo excrusc of the powers conferred by sub 
section (2 ) of section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (Act 32 of 1960) 
the Govejneoto Kerala hereby exclude from the operation of the said 
Act, the lands detailed below of Alathur Taluk , Chittalancherry Village, 
Pal hat District vested with Melarcode Panchayat and comprising the lands 
specified below and measuring the extent noted against each be, the same, a 
little more or less and registered in the accounts as poramboke 


പറ 


എസ്. ആർ. ഒ. നമ്പർ 1153 / 78-1960 - ലെ കേരള പഞ്ചായത്ത് ആക്ററ 
(1960 - ലെ 32 -ാം ആക്ററ്) 62 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 2 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം നൽക 
പ്പെട്ട അധികാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് മേലാർകോട് പഞ്ചായത്തിൽ നിക്ഷി 
പ്തരായതും താഴെ പറയുന്ന സ്ഥലങ്ങൾ ഉൾക്കൊളളുന്നതും, താഴെ 
യുന്ന അളവോ, അതി രാ അൽപ്പം കൂടുതലോ, കുറവോ ആയതും പുറമ്പോക്ക 
ഭൂമികളെന്നു റവന്യൂ കണക്കുകളിൽ രജിസ്ററ് ചെയ്തിട്ടുളളതുമായ താഴെ 
വിവരിക്കുന്നപുറമ്പോക്ക് ഭൂമികൾ മേൽപ്പറ ഞ്ഞ ആക്ററിന്റെ പ്രവർത്തന 
പരിധിയിൽ നിന്ന് കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഇതിനാൽ ഒഴിവാക്കിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 


SCHEDULE 


Distric-- Palghat 


Taluk - Alathur 


Village - Chittalancherry 


Survey No. 

117/6 


Extent 
0 01 53 Hcct. 


BOUNDARIES 
North East 
5 

117/2 

8 


South 
118 
119 


West 
117,5 

4. 


By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 
Special Scentary 

( P T 0 . 
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Explanatory Noto 
( This is not part of the notification , but is Inteuded to indicate 
the general purport). 

The land referred to is vested in the Melarcode Panchayat and the 
Panchayat has agreed to transfer the land to the Public Works Department 
for the purpose of canal work . The land is to be excluded from the operat 
ion of the K rala Panchayat Act for effecting the transfer the Notification 
is intended to achieve the above purpuse. 
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GOVBRNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare (G ) Department 

WITHDRAWAL NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (Rt.)No. 2408 /78 / LA & SWD . Dated, Trivandrum , 16th August 1978 . 

S. R. O. No. 1153/78. - Under subsection ( 1) of scetion 52 of the 
Kerala Land Acquisition Act, 1961 (Act 21 of 1962) the Government of 
Kerala , hereby withdraw from the acquisition of land mentioned in the 
schedule hereto annexed in respect of which the land acquisition proceedings 
were initiated by the notification No. A. 834/74 dated 25th September , 1974 
under subsection (1 ) of section 3 thereof published at page 2899 of Part III 
of the Kerala Gazette No. 46 dated 12-11-1974 and the declaration under 
section 6 of the Kerala Land Acquisition Act published at pages 688-689 of 
Part III of the Kerala Gazette No. 14 dated 8th April 1975 . 


SCHEDULE 

District - Ernakulam . 
Taluk - Kanayannur. 

Villag - Ernakulam . 
Desom - Ernakulam . 
Sl. No. Sy. No. Description 

Extent 

( in hectares) 
1 . 725 / 2-3 

Dry 

0.0087 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to indicate the 
general purport.) 

The acquisition proceedings in respect of the land mentioned in the 
notification have been withdrawn on the basis of the request of the Greater 
Cocbin Developu ent Authority as per letter No. GCDA /P4/10314 /77 /L.Dis. 
dated 25-11-1977 . 


og tuº. . . MMO 1153/78. - 1961-bellag mº la ela 53 
Bro00° 

(1962-98 21-0 . BIOA00 ° ) 52-0 . wajajº 1-0 . Qu043d 
( പകാരം കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഇതോടു ചേർത്തിട്ടുളള പട്ടികയിൽ പറഞ്ഞി 
ട്ടുളളതും 12-11-1974-0. 00001010e CHOS Mooº mmuo 46, 3-0 . 
escom 2899-0 . GOJ8103 lm78 °wozsore : 1.00 lomumo ma no• 3-6. 
Qagº 1-0 . Quumajaj : 1800. 25-y -1974-0 . M760071941 n . 834 /74-0 . 
നമ്പർ പരസ്യം പുറപ്പെടുവിച്ചുകൊണ്ട് സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് നടപടികൾ ആരം 
G." 1475 . 


ച്ചിട്ടുളളതും 8-4-1975 - ലെ കേരള ഗസററ നമ്പർ 14, 3 -ാം ; ഭാഗത്ത് 688-683 
പജുകളിൽ പ്രസ്തുത ആക°ററ് 6 -ാം വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരമുളള ( പഖ്യാപനം 
പ്രസിദ്ധപ്പെടുത്തിയിട്ടുളള സ്ഥലം പൊന്നുംവിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതിൽ 
നിന്നും ഇതിനാൽ പിൻവാങ്ങുന്നു . 

പട്ടിക 


ജില്ല - എറണാകുളം, 
താലൂക്ക - കണയന്നൂർ, 

വില്ലേജ° -എറണാകുളം, 
ദേശം - എറണാകുളം, 
നമ്പർ-1 
സർവ്വേ നമ്പർ -725/ 2-3 
വിവരണം - പറമ്പ് 
വിസ്തീർണ്ണം-0.0087 ഹെക്റ്റർ 

വിശദീകരണക്കുറിപ്പ് 
( ഇത് പരസ്യത്തിന്റെ ഭാഗമല്ല , എന്നാൽ പൊതു ഉദ ° ദേശം സൂചിപ്പിക്കു 
നതിനുളളതാകുന്നു .) 

പരസ്യത്തിൽ പറയുന്ന ഭൂമി പൊന്നും വിലക്കെടുക്കുന്ന നടപടി വിശാല 
കാച്ചി അതോറിട്ടിയുടെ ജി . സി , ഡി.എ 1. പി 4 /1034/77 എൽ, ഡിസം. 
തീയതി 25-11-1977 അപേക്ഷയുടെ അടിസ്ഥാനത്തിൽ നിർത്തിവയ്ക്കുവാൻ 
തീരുമാനിച്ചിട്ടുണ്ട്. 


By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Serdary . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare ( C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O.Rt. No. 3206/78 . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 24th October 1978 . 
S. R. O. No. 1154 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (2) of section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (Act 32 of 1960) 
the Government of Kerala, after consulting the Rajakkad Panchayat, he eby 
exclude from the operation of the said Act, the Public road specified in the 
schedule below , which is vested in the said Panchayat. 

SCHEDULE 
1. Name of District: 

Idukki 
2. Name of Taluk : 

Udumbanchola 
3. Name of Village: 

Rajakkad 
4 . Name of Panchayat: Rajakkad 
5. Nage of the road : 

Rajakkad - Ponmoudi Road 
6. Length of the road : 5830 kms. (5.830 kms.) 
7 . Width of the road : 

15 metres 
8. Important places through Rajakkad, Cheripuram , Ko:tamalay 
which the road passes : 

Chelachuvadu, Ponmudy. 
9 . Points at which the road Starts from Rajakkad and ends at 
Siarts and ends . 

Ponmudy. 

By order of the Governor , 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary . 

Explanatory Note 
( This note is not part of the notification , but is intended to indicate its 
general purport.) 

As per G.O Rt. 1100 /77 /PW dared 23-6-1977 Government have 
accorded sanction to transfer the Rajakkad Ponmudi road to the P.W.D. 
from Rajakkad Panchayat for the purpose of improvement of the road 
with the concurrence of the concerned Panchayat as required under the 
proviso to subsection (2 ) of section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act. 
This notification is intended to exclude the ab.ve road from the operation of 
the provisions ofthe Kerala Panchayats Act. 


G. 1992 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare ( C , Departmen . 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Rt. No. 3235/78 . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 27th October 1978 , 
S.R.O. No. 1155 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (2 ) of section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, ( 32 of 1960) 
the Government of Kerala , after consulting the Morayur and Kuzhimanna 
Panchayats, hereby exclude from th : operation of the said Act, the public 
road specified in the schedule beluw , v sted in the said Panchayats. 

SCHEDULE 
1. Name of District: 

Malappuram 
2 . Name of faluk : 

Eranad 
3 . Name of Village : 

Morayur and Kuzhimanna 
4 . Name of Panchayats 

Morayur and Kuzhimanna 
5 . Name of the road : 

Morayur, Ozhukur, Ekkaparamba 

road 
6. Length of road : 

5.583 Kms. 
7 . Width of the road : 

8 metres 
8. Places through which the Morayur, Ozhukur, Ekkaparamba 

road passes: 
9. The points at which the road Starts from Morayur and ends at 
stacts and ends : 

Ekkaparamba. 

By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
( This note is not part of the notification , but is intended 
indicate its general purport). 

As per G. O. Rt. No. 701/ 77/PW dated 13-4-1977 Government have 
accorded sanction to transfer the Morayur-Ozhukur-Ekkaparamba road to 
the Public Works Department from the Panchayat for the purpose of 
Improvements of the road with the coucurrence of the Panchayat as required 
under the proviso to subsection ( 2 ) of section 62 of the Kerala Panchayat 
Act. This notification is intended to exclude the above road from the 
operation of the provisions of the Kerala Panchavai Act. 


to 


G. 1993 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare (C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. Rt. No. 3379/78 . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 14th November 1978 . 
S. R. O. No.1156 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (2 ) of section 62 of Kerala Par chayat Act, 1960 ( 32 of 1960) the 
Goveroment of Kerala, after consulting the Chungathara Panchayat, hereby 
exclude from the op ration of the said Act, the public road specified in the 
Schedule below vesicd in the said Panchayat. 

SCHEDULE 
1 . Name of District: 

Malappuram 
2 . Name of Taluk : 

Ernad 
3 . Name of Village : 

Chungathara 
4 . Name of Panchayat : 

Chungathara 
5 . Name of Road : 

Palunda Munderi Road 
6 . Length of Road : 

19.5 Kms. 
7 Width of Road : 

8 Metres 
8. Important places through Palunda, Pathiripadam , Nallam 
which the road passes: 

thanni, Olathamunda, Uppada, 
Anakallu , Nhettikulam , Pothukallu 
Kunippala , Velompumpadam , 

Neerpuzha - Mukkam - Munderi. 
9. Points at which the road Palunda - Munderi . 
starts and ends: 

By order of the Governor, 
N.GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary . 

Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
its general purport) . 

*As per G. O. Rt. No. 1656 /76 /PW dated 28-9-1976 Government have 
accorded sanction to transfer the Palunda Munderi road to the P. W. D. 
from the Panchayat for the purpose of improvements to the road with the 
concurrence of the Panchayat required under the proviso to sub 
section (2 ) ot section 62 of the Kerala Panchayat Act. This notification is 
intended to exclude the above road from the operation of the provisions of 
Kerala Panchayat Act . 


as 


1994 


Kerala Gazette No. 50 dated 12th December 1978 
PART I 


Section iv 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Home ( B ) Department 

NOTIFICATIONS 
G.O.(Ms.) No. 99/78 . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 9th November 1978 . 


I 


S.R.O. No. 1157/78.-- In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (ii) 
of subsection (7) of section 5 of the Kerala Cinemas (Regulation ) Act, 
1958 ( 32 of 1958) and in supersession of the notification II is ued under 
G. O.Ms. No. 203/Home dared the 4th February , 1959 and also the 
notification issued under G. O.Ms. No. 148 / 75 /Home dated the 8th 
December, , 1975 and published as S. R. O. No. 1236/75 in Part- I of the 
Kerala Gazette No. 51 dated the 20th December , 1975 , the Government 
of Kerala hereby specify the Revenue Divisional Officers to be the appellate 
authorities under the said clause within their respective jurisdiction. 

Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the Notification , but is intended to indicate its 
general purport) . 

In notification II issued under G. O. (Ms.) 203/Home dated 14-2-1959 
Revenue Divisional Officers were specified as appellate authorities under 
clause ( ii) of the subsection (1 ) of Section 5 of the Kerala Cinemas 
(Regulation ) Act 1958 subsequently, Government have specified the District 
Collectors as appellate authorities as per notification issued in G. O. 
(MS.) 148/75 dated 8-12-1975 without superseding the previous notification 
As the result both the Revenue Divisional Officers and District Collectors 
continue to be the appellate authorities under clause (ii) of the subsection 
(7 ) of the section 5 of the Kerala Cinemas (Regulation ) Act 1958 . At 
the saine time Government have not specified any officer to be the 
revisional authority as required under subsection (8 ) of the section 5 to 
pass orders in cases in which an order has been passed in appeal under 
subsection ( 7 ) of the said Act. 
The Notifications are intended to achieve these objects. 

II 
S. R. O. No. 1158/78 .-- In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (8 ) of section 5 of the Kerala Cinemas (Regulation ) Act, 1958 
( 3 of 1958 ), the Government of Kerala hereby appoint the District 
Collectors to be revision al authorities under the said subsection within 
their respective jurisdict on , 


0.1962 


Explanatory Note 
(This is not part of the Notification , but is intended to indicate its 
General purport.) 

In notification II issued under G. O. (MS) 203 /Hrme dated 
14-2-1959 Revenue Divisional Officers were specified as appellate 
authorities under clause (ii ) of the subsection (7 ) of section 5 of the Kerala 
Cinemas (Regulation ) Act 1958 subsequently , Government have specified 
the District Collectors as appellate authorities as per notification issued 
in G. O. (MS. ) 148/75 dated 8-12-1975 without superseding the previous 
Notification . As the result both the Revenue Divisional Officers and 
District Collectors continue to be the appellate authorities under clause 
( ii ) of the subsection (7 ) of the section 5 of the Kerala Cinemas (Regu 
lation) Act 1958. At the same timeGovernment have not specified any 
Officer to be the revisional authority as required under subsection (8) of 
the section 5 to pass orders in cases in which an order has been passed 
in appeal under subsection ( 7) of the said Act. 

The Notifications are intended to achieve these object. 


By order of the Governor, 
M. P. MADHAVAN NAIR , 

Additional Secretary . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works and Electricity ( Electricity -A ) Department 

NOTIFICATIONS 
No. 46347/ELA3178 /P W & E . Dated , Trivandrum , 18th November 1978 . 

I 
S. R. O. No. 1159 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (1) of section 36 of Indian Electricity Act, 1910 ( Central Act 
9 of 1910 ) and in supersession of Notification No. 12562/ELAŽ/78 /PW & E . 
dated the 7th April, 1978 , published as S. R. O. No. 357/78 in Part I of the 
Kerala Gazette No. 17 dated the 25th April, 1978 , the Government of 
Kerala here y appoint the persons mentioaed in colump (1) of the schedule 
below to be Electrical Inspectors within the area specified against them in 
column (3 ) thereof to exercise the powers and to perform the functions of an 
Electrical Inspector under the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 


Name of the person 

appointed as 
Electrical Inspector 


Designation 


Area in which he 
exercise thepowes and 
functions of Electrical 

Inspector 
Whole of Kerala State in 

cluding Licensee areas. 


do . 


Whole of Kerala State . 


1. Dr. T. C. Sidhan Chief Electrical 

Inspector 
2. Sri K. W. Induchoodan Deputy Chief 

Electrical 

Inspector 
3. Dr. K. Hrishikesan Electrical 

Inspector 
4. Sri V. K. Damodaran Electrical 

Inspector 

Trivandrum 
5. Shri G. Ravindran Electrical 

Nair 

Inspector 

Ernakulam 
6. Sri M. Ramadas Electrical 

Inspector 
Calicut 


Revenue Districts of 

Trivandrum , Quilon , 

Kottayam and Idukki. 
Revenue Districts of 

Alleppey & Ernakulam . 
Revenue Districts of 
Malappuram , Kozhi 
kode, Cannanore. Tri 
chur and Palghat. 


G. 2003 


2 


II 


S.R.O. No. 1160 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 4A 
of the Indian Electricity Rules, 1956 and in supersession of notificatirn 
No. 333 /A3/77/W & P . datcd 2nd November, 1977 published as S. R. O. 
No. 1163177 in Part I of the Kerala Gazette No. 47 dated the 22nd Novem 
ber , 1977 the Governmert of Kerala hereby an point the persons mentioned 
in column (1 ) of the schedule below to be officers ur der said Act to asist 
the Electrical Inspectors within the areas specified against them in column 
( 3 ) thereof. 


SCHEDULE 


Name of person 
appointed to assist the 

Electrical Inspector 


Designation 


Area in which he exer 
cise the powers of an 
officer to assist Elec 

trical Inspector 


1 . 


2 . 
3 . 


> 


4 . 


9 


5 . 


99 


6 . 


9 


7 . 
8 . 
9 . 


Sri K. Vijayan 

Assistant Whole of Kerala State. 

Electrical 

Inspector 
Tony J. Alapatt Do. 

do . 
P. C.Rajan Babu Do. 

do . 
K. K. Vasu 

Do. Revenue Districts of Trivandrum 

and Quilon . 
John P. John 

Do. Revenue Districts of Kottayam 

and Idukki. 
S. Balakrishna 

Do. Revenue Districts of Alleppey 
Menon 

and Ernakulam . 
M. N. Rajappan 

Do. 

do . 
V. K. Karunakaran Do. Revenue District of Trichur. 
N. V. George 

Do. 

Revenue Districts of Trichur , 

Palghat, Malappuram , Kozhi 

kode and Cannanore. 
K. R. Rajappan Do. 

do . 
K. Krishnankutty Do. Revenue District of Trivandrum . 
S. Sankara Iyer Do. J Revenue District of Quilon . 
V.K. Sarasan 

Do. Revenue District of Alleppey . 
Jacob Mathew.10 Do. Revenue District of Ernakulam . 
P. V. Varkey 

Do. Revenue District of Palghat. 
K. P. Arumughan Do. Revenue District of Malappuram . 
C. M.Damodaran Do. Revenue District of Cannanore. 


9 ) 


) 


10 . 
11 . 
12 . 
13 . 
14 . 
15 . 
16 . 
17 . 


. 


29 


By order of the Governor, 

T. V. SWAMINATHAN , 
Special Secretary, 


3 


Explanatory Note 
( This note is not part of the notification , but is intended to indicate its 
general purport), 

Subsection (1) of section 36 of the Indian Electricity Act, 1910 
empowers the Goverr ment to appoint by notification in the OfficialGazette 
duly qualified persons as Electrical Inspectors and every Electrical Inspector 
so appointed shall exercise the powers and perform the functions of an Elec 
trical Inspector under the Indian Electricity Act, 1910 , within such areas or 
in respect of such class of works and electric installations and subject to such 
restrictions as the Government may direct. Government have ordered the 
formation of two new Regional offices at Kottayam and Trichur . Conse 
quently the juridiction of the existing Electrical Inspectors have to be refixed 
and the names of persons who are to exercise the functions of Electrical 
Inspectors in their respective jurisdiction notified . This notification is inten 
ded to achieve the above . 


Kerala Gazette No. 50 dated 12th December 1978 , 
PART I 


Section iv 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture (Forest Establishment) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. G. 0. (P ) 300/78 |AD . Dated, Trivandrum , 16th November 1978. 

S. R. O. No. 1161/78.- In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub 
section (1) of section 2 of the Kerala Public Services Act, 1968 (19 of 1968 ) 
read with section 3 thereof, the Government ofKerala hereby make the 
following furthtr amendments to the Special Rules in respect of the Kerala 
Forest Subordinate Service , issued in G , O. (MS) No. 652/62 Public (Rules) 
Department dated the 29th November, 1962 and published in Part I of the 
Kerala Gazette No. 1 dated the 1st January 1963 namely : 

AMENDMENTS 
1. Short title:—These Rules may be called the Kerala Forest Subor 
dinate Service (Amendment) Rules, 1978 . 

2. In the Special Rules in respect ofKerala Forest Subordinate Service, 
1962, in rule 1, after Class II, the following shall be inserted , namely : 

CLASS IIC 

Wild Life Assistants" 
3. In rule 2, after Class II and the entries thereunder, the following 
shall be inserted , namely : 

“ CLASS III 
Wild Life Assistants By direct recruitment" 
4. In the table under rule 4 , after Class II and the entries thereunder 
the following shall be inserted , namely : 

" CLASS III 
Wild Life Assistants Chife Conservator of Forests" 
5. In the table under rule 6 , in columns ( 1), (2 ) and (3) , the following 
entries shall respectively be insecte i at the end , namely : 
“ Wild Life Direct (i) Must be graduate in Zoology of a reco 
Assistants recreitment gaised University , 

(ii) Must be able to speak English Auently . 
G. 2025 


Note 1 : - Preference will be given to the candi 

dates capable of speaking fluently in 
other languages in addition , especially 

Hindi, besides Malayalam . 
Note 2: -- Candidates selccted for appointment 

will have to undergo a pre -service 
training asWild Life Assistant for a 
period of 6 months under the State 
Forest Department. During thc 
period of training the candidates shall 
be paid a stipend of Rs. 150 per 
inenscm ; 
Provided that the period of pre 
ser ice training will not count for 

probation . 
Note: 3 — The candidate shall execute a bond 

binding himself to serve the Forest 
Department for a period of three 
years and in case be fails to fulfil this 
condition , to refund to the State 
Government the total amount drawn 
by him as stipend.” . 

By order of the Governor, 
K.V. VIDYADHARAN , 

Additional Secretary . 

Explanatory Note 
( This note does not form part of the notification but is intended to 
make clear its general purport.) 

In G. O. Rt. 2452/74 AD dated 15-11-1974 , Government have created 
9 posts of Wild Life Guides (since redesignated as Wild Life Assistants) in 
order to absorb the 9 Wild Life Guides Trainees selected under the Special 
Employment Scheme. As the post does not fall under any class or category of 
Officers in the Forest Subordinate Service, the post have to be included in 
the said Service so as to form a separate class and qualification and method 
of appointment are to be fixed for the post . This notification is intended 
to achieve the above objects. 
To 

The Chief Conservator of Forest 
The Accountant General, Kerala 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (with C.L.) 
The Agriculture (Forest Special) Department 
The General Administration (ş.C.) Department 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Taxes ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. o . Rt. 781/78/ TD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 14th November 1978 . 
S.R.O.No. 1162 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
29 of the Abkari Act, I of 1077, the Government of Kerala hereby make the 
following amendment to the Kerala Distillery and Warehouse Rules, 1968, 
namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In Part II of the said rules, in rule 129 , sub rule (i) shall be lettered as 
clause (a ) thereof, and after clause (a ) as so lettered , the following clause 
shall be inserted , namely : 

" (b ) In order to find out the sugar content of the saccharine 
materials used , samples of such materials from the particular consignment 
may be taken by the officer in cbarge and sent for chemical examination for 
determining the sugar content. The licensee shall provide the samples free 
of cost. 

The cost of packing, transportation charges and the cost of analysis 
shall be borne by the licensee " . 

By order of the Governer , 

C.P. NAIR , 
Secretary . 


Explanatory Note 
( This is not the part of the notification but is intended to indicate its 
general purport). 

Government have considered the desirability of laying down a 
procedure for analysing the sugar contents of the saccharine materials used 
for the production of spirit. The amendment is to give effect to the above 
decision . 


G. 


2004 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (F ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O.Rt. 1674 / 78 /L & H . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 28th October 1978 . 
S.R.O. No. 1163 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
90 of the Employees State Insurance Act, 1948 (Central Act 31 of 1948 ), 
the Government of Kerala , after consultation with the E.S.I. Corporation 
hereby exempt the Distillery Unit of Travancore Sugars and Chemicals 
Limited, Thiruvalla subject to the following conditions, namely: 

1. The Distillery Unit of the above factory shall maintain a register 
showing the names and designations of its employees; 

2 Notwithstanding this exemption , the einployees shall continue to 
receive such benefits under the said Act to which they might have become 
entitled to on the basis of the contributions paid prior to the date from 
which exemption granted by this notification operates; 

3. The contribution for the exempted period , if already paid, shall 
not be refunded ; 

4. The Distillery shall submit in respect of the period during which 
its establishment was subject to the operation of the said Act (hereinafter 
referred to as the said period ), such returns in such form and containing 
such particulars as were due from it in respect of the said period under 
the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950; 

5. Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under subsection (1) 
of section 45 of the said Act, or other official of the Corporation authorised 
in this behalf shall, for the purposes of - 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return submitted under 
subsection (1) of section 44 of the said Act; or 

( ii ) ascertaining whether registers and records were maintained as 
required by the Employees State Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 
for the said perio 1, or 

( ii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be entitled to 
the benefits provided by the employer in cash and kind being benefits in 
considerati ns of which expression is being granted under this notification ; or 

(iv ) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the said Act had 
been complied with during the period when such provisions were in force 
in relation to the said establishments be empowered to : 

(a ) require the factory to furnish to him such information as he 
may consider necessary ; or 

1940 


2 


(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other premises 
occupied by the said factory any reasonable time and require any person 
found in charge thereof to produce to such Inspector or other official and 
allow him to examine such documents, books and other documents relating 
to the employment of persons and payment of wages or to furnish to him 
such information as he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the officers of the factory or the servants of the factory 
or any person found in such factory, establishment, office or other premises 
or any person whom the said Inspector or other official has reasonable 
cause to believe to have been an employee; or 

(d ) make copies of or take extracts from any register . account 
book or other documents maintained in such factory , establishment, office 
or other premises. 

By order of the Governor, 
R. RAMACHANDRAN NAIR , 

Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 

The workers representatives of the Travancore Sugars and Chemicals 
Limited , Thiruvalla have submitted a memorandum requesting exemption 
from Employees State Insurance Act. Government have examined the 
request in detail and obtained the views of Regional Director, Employees 
State Insurance Corporation . Government decided to grant exemprion to 
the Distillery Unit of the above factory . The notification is intended to 
achieve this purposes. 
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കള സർകാര 
കി എൻ. സി . എ . വകുപ്പ് 

പി °ാപനം 


അമ്പർ ജി , ഒ. (ആർ രതീ .) 3030/78 . ഡി . 

തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1978 നവംബർ 20 . 
എസ്. ആർ. ട, നമ്പർ 1164/78 - ഇൻഡ്യൻ ഭരണഘടനയുടെ 

258 -ാം 
അനുച്ഛേദത്തിൻറ -ാം ഖണ്ഡപ്രകാരം നൽകപ്പെട്ട 

അധികാരങ്ങൾ 
വിനിയോഗിച്ച് (പ്രസിഡൻറ് , യൂണിയൻ ആവശ്യത്തിനായി കേരള 
സംസ്ഥാനത്ത്: ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ച് 1961 - ലെ 
കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ററിൻകീഴിൽ (1962 - ല 21) കേന്ദ്ര സർക്കാരിൻ 
പ്രവൃത്തികൾ 1963 മേയം 31.0. തീയതിയിലെ 2| 4|Judl. II- . നമ്പർ 
വിജ്ഞാപനത്തിൽ കേരള സർക്കാരിന അവരുടെ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഒര 
മേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ പട്ടികയിൽ (പത്യേകം പറഞ്ഞിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതുകാര്യ 
ത്തി ന് അതായത് ശ്രീകാര്യത്തുള്ള കേന്ദ്ര കിഴങ്ങുഗവേഷണ കേന്ദ്രത്തിൻ 
വികസനത്തിന് ആവശ്യമാണെന്നാ ആവശ്യമാകാനിടയുണ്ടെന്നാ കേരള 
സ ർക്കാര ന് തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും, പ്രസ്തുത ആക°° 3 -ാം വകുപ്പ്1 -ാം 
ഉപവകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസര ച്ച് അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് 
ക്കെല്ലാം ബാധകമാകും അവർക്കെല്ലാം ഇതിനാൽ നൽകുന്നു . 

പട്ടിക 
ജില്ല -തിരുവനന്തപുരം. 

താലുക - തിരുവനന്തപുരം. 
വില്ലേജ് അഥവാ അംശവും ലേശവും - ചെറുവൽക്കൽ. 

(കാണിച്ചിട്ടുളള വിസ്തീർണ്ണം ഏകദേശമുളളതാണ്) 
കമനമ്പർ സർവ്വേനമ്പർ വിവരണം 

വിസ്തീർണ്ണം 
ഹെ , ആർസ് ച , 1 . 


22 


9 


1550, 20 5 ഭാഗം 
155020-6 
1550/ 2-1 
15,0/ 2-5-1 
1550 /16-0 170 


പുരയിടം 
പുരയിടം 
പുരയിടം 
പുരയിടം 
പുരയിടം 


0 11 
0 39 
0 to 08 
0 19 66 


ed 
97 
03 


20 


45 


22 


പ്രം ക 


ഗവർണ്ണ ഉത്തരവു പ്രകാരം, 

എൻ. കുഷ ap ൻനായക, 
ഡീഷ സക്രട്ടറി. 


t 


ജിഗീകരണക്കുറിപ്പ 
ഇത് വിജഞാപനത്തിന്റെ ഒരു ഭാഗമാകുന്നില്ല . 

മറ്റന്നാ 

ാത 
ഉ ° ദേശം വിശദീകരിക്കുന്നതിനുളളതാണ്. 

( ശ്രീകാര്യത്തുളള കേന്ദ്ര കിഴങ്ങു ഗവേഷണ കത്തിൻറ ഡെപാട്ടീ 
ഡയറക്റർ (പസ്തുത ഗവേഷണ ഇൻസ്ററിററ്റ്യൂട്ടിന്റെ വികസനത്തിനു 
വണ്ടി 1.4322 ഹക°റർ ദുരി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കണമെന്ന് സർക്കാരി 
നോട് അഭ്യർത്ഥിച്ചിരിക്കു ന്നു.കേഷ്യക്തി നിലവിലുളള ഇന്നത്തെ സാഹ 
ചര്യത്തിൽ ഈ ഗവേഷണ പ്രവർത്തനങ്ങൾ ഊർജ്ജിതപ്പെടുത്തേണ്ട ആം മരച്ചീ 
നിയുമായും മററു കിഴങ്ങുവിളകളുടേയും ഉൽപ്പാദനം വർധിപ്പിക്കേണ്ടതു . 
അടിയന്തിരാവശ്യമാണെന്ന് സർക്കാരിൽ ബോദ്ധ്യം വന്നിട്ടുണ്ട്. മുകളിൽ 
കൊടുത്തിരിക്കുന്ന വിമാപനം. ഒമൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ ഉദ്ദേശം നിറവേറ്റുന്നതി 
നൂളളതാണ്. 
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NOTIFICATION 


No. 82/ KL-LA/17/77. - In pursuance of clause (b) of section 116C (2) of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the judgment of the Supreme Court of India dated 12 
September, 1978 in Civil Appeals Nos. 79 and 99 of 1978 in Election Petition 
No. 17 of 1977 


By order , 


(Sd . ) 

T. NAGARATHNAM , 
Secretary to the Election Commission of India . 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 


CIVIL APPEAL No. 99 OF 1978 
K. M. Mani 

Appellant 
vs. 
P. J. Antony and others 

Respondents 
CIVIL APPEAL No. 79 OF 1978 
Joseph Thomas 

Appellant 
VS 
P. J. Antony and others 

Respondents 

JUDGMENT 
Shinghal J. 

These two appeals are directed against two orders of the Kerala High 
Court dated December 21, 1977, in the election petition of respondent 

P. J. Antony, an elector of the Palai constituency (No. 94) of Kerala Legisla 
tive Assembly. P. J. Antony challenged the election of K. M.Mani in the 
general election of 1977 and prayed for a declaration that the other candidate 
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N. C. Joseph , respondent No. 2, had been duly elected in that election . The 
High Court held that K. M. Mani " obtained and procured the services" of 
Joseph Thomas, a police officer , " in furtherance of the prospects of his 
election " and a corrupt practice was committed under sub -section (7 ) of 
section 123 of the Representation of the People Act , 1951, hereinafter 
referred to as the Act . It therefore declared K , M , Mani s election from the 
constituency to be void , with costs, but rejected the prayer for directing 
N. C. Joseph to have been elected . It made a separate order the same day 
naming K.M. Mani and Joseph Thomas as the persons who were guilty of 
the corrupt practice. While K M. Mani has filed appeal No. 99 of 1978 and will 
hereafter be referred to as the appellant, Joseph Thomas has filed appeal 
No. 79 of 1978. 

Polling at the election was held on March 19 , 1977, and the result was 
declared on March 20. The appellant obtained 39,664 votes, N. C. Joseph , 
who was the nearest rival at the election , obtained 24,807 votes and the other 
defeated candidate Joseph Cheriyan obtained 521 votes. 

The appellant was a Roman Catholic and was working as the Finance 
Minister of the Kerala Government at the time of election . He was the 
candidate of the Kerala Congress, which had entered into some sort of an 
ejection alliance with some other parties. N. C. Joseph , who was also a Roman 
Catholic , was an independent candidate. The contest was thus between Roman 
Catholics. 

The election of the appellant was challenged with the allegations that he 
had committed corrupt practices under sub -sections (1), ( 2), (3 ), (4 ), and (7) 
of section 123 of the Act. But the election petitioner did not even allege the 
ground for the commission of any corrupt practice under sub -section (4 ) and did 
not press his case in regard to the commission of the corrupt practice under 
sub-section (3) of the section 123. It is also not in controversy that he did 
not find it possible to prove his allegations under sub-sections (1 ) and (2 ). 
The trial court however found that the appellant had committed a corrupt 

ractice under sub -section (7) of section 123 and, as has been stated, it named 
him and Joseph Thomas as the persons who had been proved at the trial 
to be guilty of that corrupt practice. We shall therefore confine ourselves to 
the question whether that corrupt practice was committed by the appellant 
and Joseph Thomas. In doing so we shall refer only to the pleadings and 
the evidence relating to it . 

It was alleged in the election petition that a meeting of the priests of the 
various Parishes of the Roman Catholic Church within the area of the Palai 
constituency and " certain other leaders of the Catholic Community " was 
convened at the Bishop s house , Palai, on March 12, 1977, at 8 p . m , which 
was presided over by the Bishop and was attended and addressed by Joseph 
Thomas who was an officer of the Indian Police Service and was posted as 
City Police Commissioner, Trivandrum . As the pntire allegation in that 
respekt has been stated in paragraph 5.of the electibo petition , it will be 
convenient to extract it here - 
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" 5 " The same meeting was attended and addressed by Shri Joseph 
Thomas I. P. S., City Police Commissioner Trivandrum . Addressing . 
the meeting he exhorted the Parish Priests and leaders of Community 
assembled in that meeting to work for the success of Shri K. M. Mani 
1st respondent "as it was in the interest of the Church and Com 
munity " . Shri Joseph Thomas went to Palai at the instance of 1st 
respondent- Minister or with his consent and knowledge to assist the 
convening of the meeting of the Bishop and Priests for the furtherance 
of the prospect of the victory of the 1st respondent in the election , 
Shri Joseph Thomas actually addressed this meeting exhorting to work 
for the victory of the 1st respondent. The said Joseph Thomas is a 
member of the Police Force and a Gazetted Omicer . The said Police 
Officer is known for his antipathy towards the Opposition Parties. 
Obtaining and procuring his services for the furtherance of the 
prospects of the 1st respondent s election is a corrupt practice 
falling within the mischief of Section 123( 7) of the Representation of 

the People Act , 1951." 
The appellant filed a written statement in which he traversed the aver 
ments in the election petition and , in regard to the allegation in paragraph 5 . 
he set up the foMowing defence, 

" This repondent denies the averments in para 5 of the petition . This 
respondent does not know whether Shri Joseph Thomas attended or 
addressed the meeting as alleged in para 5 of the election petition . 
This respondent is not aware of any exhortation having been made 
by Shri Joseph Thomas as alleged in paragraph 5 of the petition . 
This respondent denies that Shri Joseph Thomas went to Palai at the 
instance of this respondent. He has not gone to Palai with this 
respondent s consent and knowledge to assist the convening of any 
meeting of Bishop and Priests for furtherance of the prospect of the 
victory of this respondent in the election . This respondent is not 
aware as to whether Shri Joseph Thomas actually addressed the said 
meeting exhorting to work for the victory of this respondent. This 
respondent is not aware of Shri Joseph Thomas having any antipathy 
towards the opposition parties. This respondent has not obtained or 
procured his services for furtherance of the prospects of this respon 
dent s election . This respondent is not guilty of any corrupt practice 
falling within the mischief of 123 (7) of the Representation of Peoples 

Act." 
A reply was filed by Joseph Cheriyan substantially supporting the election 
petition , but it has no hearing on the case. 

The High Court framed three rather general issues raising the questions; 
(1) whether the election petition was maintainable, (2 ) whether the election 
of the appellant was vitiated by all or any of the corrupt practices alleged 
in the petition , and (3) what costs and reliefs were admissible to the parties, 
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well as 


The High Court found that the election petition was maintainable and 
that finding has not been challenged before us except in regard to the vagueness 
of the pleading in paragraph 5 . 

The allegations about the commission of the corrupt practices were set 
out in paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the election petition . Although the appellant 
specifically took the plea in his written statement that the averments in para. 
graphs 4 and 6 were vague he did not take any such plea in regard to 
paragraph 5. This shows that the allegation in paragraph 5, which constitutes 
the subject matter of the present appeal was not found to be vague and the 
appellant had no difficulty in setting out his defence thereto in paragraph 8 
of his written statement. Realising that the appellant had not found it possible 
to raise any objection about the vagueness of the allegation in paragraph 5 , 
his learned counsel invited our attention to paragraph 11 of the written state 
ment where it was stated that the " allegations in the petition as 
the affidavit are too vague to be accepted and acted upon ," and that " the 
averments in the petition and affidavit are purposely left vague with intant 
to fish out materials to fill up the lacuna." 

A reading of the whole of paragraph 11 shows, however, that it was 
essentially meant for the purpose of showing that the affidavit which had been 
filed along with the election petition did sot conform to the requirements of 
the law , and could not be acted upon , and it was in that context that the 
aforesaid averment was made about the vagueness of the allegations in the 
election petition as well as the affidavit. But even if we were to correlate 
that averment of paragraph 11 to the allegations in the election petition , we 
have no doubt that it could be said to relate only to the allegations in paragra 
phs 4 and 6 of the election petition regarding the commission of corrupt 
practices under sub -sections (2), (3 ) and (1) of section 123 of the Act which , 
as has been stated, have not been raised for consideration in these appeals. 
There is therefore justification for the argument of learned counsel for the 
respondent that the argument regarding the vagueness of the allegation in 
paragraph 5 of the election petition is an after thought and should be rejected 
as it has, at any rate, not been shown that it has prejudiced the defence . 

It has also been argued that the election petition has not been properly 
verified as it has not been stated which of the averments in paragraphs 3 to 
6 were true " according to the information received by the petitioner " and 
which were " believed" by him to be true. Our attention has in this connec 
tion been invited to a judgment of this Court in Virendra Kumar Saklecha v . 
Jagjiwan and others. ( ) . We find that the only objection which was taken in 
the written statement (paragraph 11) was that the " affidavit filed along with 
the Petition (was) not inconformity with the requirements of law " . The 
law in that respect is contained in the proviso to section 83( 1) which requires 
that the affidavit shall be in the " prescribed form " . A cross reference to rule 
94A and Form 25 of the Conduct of Elections Rules, 1961, shows that it was 
enough for the election petitioner to say that the statements made in the 
relevent paragraphs (3 to 6 ) were true to his " information " and that is what 
1. ( 1972 ) 3 S.C.R. 955 . 
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he has done. The decision in Saklecha turned on the Rules of the High 
Court, but no breach of any rule of the Kerala High Court has been brought 
to our notice 


It has then been argued that the allegation regarding the commission of 
the corrupt practice under sub -section (7) of section 123 was merely to the 
affect that Joseph Thomas went to Palai at the instance of the appellant to 
assist the " convening " of the meeting of the Bishop and priets for the 
furtherance of the appellant s prospects in the election , and that the further 
averment in paragraph 5 that Joseph Thomas " actually addressed " the meeting 
exhorting those present to work for the victory of the appellant, was not 
at the instance of the appellant and he was therefore not responsible for 
it even on the basis of the averment made in the election petition. We are 
unable to uphold this argument for two reasons. Firstly, it was not the 
appellant s case in the written statement, or during the course of the trial, 
that the allegation against him was limited to Joseph Thomas s assistance 
in " convening" the meeting at the Bishop s house and did not extent to 
his exhortation to those present to work for the appellant s victory in the 
election , and the argument that has now been addressed has been made up 
subsequently . The appellant cannot therefore be heard to say for the first 
time in this appeal that he is not answerable for what Joseph Thomas is 
alleged to have said at the meeting and that the case against his should 
stand or fall on the basis of the limited allegation that he lent his assis 
tance to the convening of the meeting at the Bishop s house. Secondly , 
it is necessary, for the purpose of appreciating an argument of this nature 
bearing on the contents, nature and extent of an allegation regarding the 
commission of a corrupt practices, to read the allegation as a whole , and 
not to disjoint it, or to tear a line here or a line there, from the context . 
If this test is applied to the averment in paragraph 5 of the election peti 
tion , it will be quite clear that the paragraph taken as a whole relates to the 
allegation regarding the commission of the corrupt practice under sub-section 
(7) of section 123 of the Act in obtaining or procuring the assistance of Joseph 
Thomas not only for convening the meeting of the Bishop and the priests 
for the furtherance of the prospects of the appellant in the election but also 
his addressing that meeting and exhorting those present to work for that 
purpose. 

The mere fact that the allegation regarding addressing the meeting 
and exhorting the audience is contained in a separate sentence, will not 
justify the argument that the allegation in paragraph 5 was confined " conven 
ing" the meeting and not to addressing it. This is borne out by the sentences 
that precede and follow the allegation about convening the meeting where it 
has clearly been stated that the police officer s services were also obtained 
or procured for exhorting the priests to work for the furtherance of the 
prospects of the appellant s election. The allegation was therefore rightly 
taken in the trial court to mean that the assistance of Joseph Thomas was obta 
ined or procured both for convening and addressing themeeting for the furtherance 
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of the appellant s prospects at the election . The proper way to examine a 
controversy like this is to consider the substance of the allegation and not 
its mere form . It may be that a part of the allegation may be made is a 
separate sentence or sentences and it may also be that it may appear to be dis 
jointed from the earlier allegation because of inartistic drafting, but it is the 
substance of the allegation which is material and not its mere form . 
It is eqally necessary that the allegation should be read 
whole and construed properly so as to understand its true nature and con 
tent. On such an examination , we have no doubt that there is no force in 
the argument that the allegation regarding the corrupt practice under sub 
section (7) of section 123 did not relate to the addressing of meeting by 
Joseph Thomas. 

There is however justification for the argument of the learned counsel 
for the appellant that the allegation in paragraph 5 of the election petition 
is confined to the commission of the corrupt practice by the candidate , 
namely K. M. Mani, and not by his agent or by any other person with the 
consent of K. M. Mani or his election agent. The use of the words " or with 
his consent and knowledge" are therefore of no consequence and it is in fact 
not disputed before us that the allegation is confined to the obtaining or pro 
curing of Joseph Thomas s assistance in convening and addressing the meeting 
at the Bishop s house by the appellant himself. 

Before examining the controversy on the merits, it will be convenient to 
make a mention of those facts which are not in controversy before us. It is 
thus not disputed now that a meeting was called by Dr. Sebestian Veyalil 
(P. W. 2), Bishop of Palai Diocese, on March 12 , 1977, at 8 p . m . at his 
residence: It was addressed by the Bishop and Joseph Thomas was present 
there. He was an officer belonging to the Indian Police Service and was posted 
as City Commissioner of Police, Trivandrum , in those days, so that he was a 
member of the police forces within the meaning of clause (a ) of sub -section (7 ) 
of section 123 of the Act. 

It would be recalled that it was alleged, inter alia, in paragraph 5 of the 
election petition that Joseph Thomas went to Palai at the instance of the 
appellant to assist the convening of the meeting for futherance of the 
appellant s prospects in the election . The trial court however found that 
sufficient evidence was not available to sustantiate the allegation, and it 
therefore proceded to consider the question whether he addressed that 
meeting as alleged in the election petition . That finding of fact of High 
Court is quite correct and has rightly not been challenged before us. 

We shall therefore examine the evidence in regard to the other two 
allegations that Joseph Thomas addressed the meeting at the instance of the 
appellant and exhorted those present to work for his victory in the election . 
In order to arrive at a decision, it will be convenient to examine why Joseph 
Thomas went to Palai, why he visited the Bishop s house and what exactly 
he said in the meeting there , 
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it has been stated by Joseph Thomas , and has not been disputed before 
us, that he was posted in those days as City Commissiner of Police, Trivandrum , 
and no part of the Palai constituency fall within his jurisdiction . It is also 
not in controversy that his father was laid up with prolonged illness as an 
indoor patient in the hospital at Bharananganam at a distance of three miles 
from Palai where they belonged. Joseph Thomas s statement that he was sent 
on duty, by a written order , to Cannanore , that he took a half day s casual leave 
on March 12, 1977 on return to Ernakulam from Cannanore and want to 
Bharananganam hospital to meet his ailing father via Palai without stopping 
there and reached the hospital at 2.30 p . m ., has not been disproved by any 
evidence on the record . On the other hand , we find that Dr. Sebastian 
Veyalil (P. W. 2 ), the Bishop of Palai, has also stated about the illness of the 
father of Joseph Thomas for the preceding two or three years. The Bishop 
was in a position to know about it because he has stated that Joseph 
Vattavayalil, father of Joseph Thomas, was the legal adviser of the Bishop s 
house . He has further stated that he actually asked Joseph Thomas how 
his father was. Nothing has been brought on the record to disprove the 
testimony of Joseph Thomas (P.W. 6 ) and Dr. Sebastian Veyalil (P.W.2) in this 
respect. In fact ad Joseph Thomas s father was suffering from a prolonged 
illness in the Bharananganam hospital, it was nothing unusual for his son 
Joseph Thomas to visit him off and on, and he cannot be blamed if he took 
the opportunity of his presence near Bharananganam to take leave of absence 
for a few hours and go and meet him . Nothing could therefore possibly turn 
on the mere fact that Joseph Thomas was in Palai on March 12 , 1977. 

The question which however arises for consideration is why Joseph 
" homas went to the Bishop s house at a time when a meeting was being held 
there at about 8 p . m . An easy way of proving the allegation which had 
been made in this connection in the election petition was to establish that the 
meeting was convened at the instance of Joseph Thomas, but as has been 
stated , the election petitioner failed to establish that this was so . The 
Bishop ( P. W. 2 ) has in fact left us in no doubt that he himself decided to 
held the meeting, and that the way from Bharananganam to Palai was by the 
road which lay in front of his house. Dr. Joseph Pallikkapparambil (P. W 7.). 
who was the Auxilliary Bishop of Palai Diocese, has also stated that the 
decision to convene the meeting was taken by the Bishop. It was therefore 
iniperative for the election petitioner to establish the remaining allegation 
that Joseph Thomas went to the Bishop s house for the purpose of exhorting 
those present at the meeting to work for the appellant s vistory in the election 
and that he actually did so . 

Joseph Thomas (P. W. 6) has stated that he left Bharananganam hospital 
at about 3.30 p . m . and went to the Bishop s house to See the Father 
Chancelllor Madathilparembil in connection with his suggestion regarding the 
marriage of the sister of a priest with his (Joseph Thomas s ) brother. He has 
stated further that he met the Bishop and the Father Chancellor together at 
about 3.45 p. m . because the Father Chancellor lived id tha samo pitemistes 
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He left there after 4.15 p. m ., for his house at Palai and returned to the 
Bishop s house at about 8 p . m . to inform Father Chancellor about his re. 
action regarding the proposal for his brother s marriage and there he learnt 
that he was in the dining room . He went there and found a number of 
persons. lle met the Father Chancellor and returned soon after. We shall 
revert to Joseph Thomas s talk in the Bishop s house on that occasion , but 
we find it difficult to reach the conclusion that he went there for the purpose 
of exhorting the audience to work for the appellant s success at the poils . It 
may be that Joseph Thomas s statement about the purpose of his visit to 
the Bishop s house is not very convincing, but it will not be possible for us to 
told the appellant responsible for it in the absence of any evidence to 
that affect on the record . 

Bishop Sebastian Veyalil (P.W. 2) at whose instance and at whose house 
the meeting was held , has stated the reason for holding it. Briefly stated, 
his version is that news item Ex. 1 appeared in the Indian Express on March 
12, 1977, stating that the Catholic Church was silent, and he received some 
anonymous letters saying that he was against Mani. As some priests also 
thought that such a wrong impression had been created, he thought it neces 
sary to call the aforesaid meeting to clarify that he was not against the 
appellant. This statement of the Bishop has been corroborated by Father 
Joseph Chovvathukunnal (P.W. 7) who was the Auxilliary Bishop of the 
Diocese. We have therefore no hesitation in holding that the meeting was 
held at the Bishop s own initiative and for the purpose of making the clari 
fication referred to by him . The Bishop has stated that he clarified that he 
was " not against Mani or any other candidate " , that the exercise of franchise 
was important and that all should use it prudently . His statement to that 
effect has not been shaken in cross- examination and has not been disproved. 

It has been established by the evidence as record that Joseph Thomas 
was present after the meeting had commenced and said something there. The 
question is what exactly did he say ? 

An allegation regarding the commission of a corrupt practice at an election 
is a very serious matter not only for the candidate but for the public at large 
as it relates to the purity of the electoral process. Where therefor the allega 
tion relates to the charge that a candidate obtained the assistance of a police 
officer for the purpose of addressing a meeting on the eve of the poll and 
exhorting those present to work for his victory, it is reasonable to expect that 
wherever possible, a transcript of speech shall be made abailable to the Court 
in support of the allegation . Besides furnishing the promise material relating 
to the allegation to the election Court, it has the advantage of giving the 
respondent an opportunity of meeting a precise allegation . But it may be that 
this may not be possible in a given situation . In that case it will be reaso 
nable and fair to expect that the election petitioner will produce a contem 
poraneous record of the points that were made in the speech, or at least its 
substance, But no such record has been made available in this case . Even 
a gist of what Joseph Thomas said at the meeting, has not been stated in the 
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election petition and the election petitioner has contended himseit by making the 
cryptio statement that Joseph Thomas " addressed this meeting exhorting to work 
for the victory of the 1st respondent" . That may well have been the impression 
or the opinion of the election petitioner on hearing what others told him about 
the speech because he was admittedly not present at the meeting. All the same, 
some other witnesses have been examined about the purport of the speech , 
and we shall examine what they have stated . 

Dr. Sebastian Veyalil (P.W.2), the Bishop who called the meeting in his 
house, has stated that Joseph Thomas spoke at the meeting after his own 
speech was over and several priest had expressed their opinion . He said 
that the Bishop had spoken about document Ex.1 and the annonymous letters 
and that " there is nothing much to fear" . The witness has further stated 
that Joseph Thomas said that his belief was that K. M. Mani will win . When 
he was asked whether Joseph Thomas said that for the benefit of migrated 
Christians who had lost their lands on account of the Land Reforms Act , 1964, 
persons like Mani who loved the Christian community should win and become 
a minister, the witness categorically stated that he " did nt say anything like 
that." When he was asked further whether Joseph Thomas said that 
he was prepared to give up his uniform for the same of Main s success , the 
witness stated that what Joseph Thomas said was that " If it is necessary I 
will give up my uniform and job." When the witness was clearly asked whether 
that was said for the success of the appellant, he replied that he did not know 
what for. There is 

thus 

nothing in the statement of the Bishop, 
who was the prime mover of the meeting , to show that Joseph Thomas 
exhorted the audience to work for the victory of the appellant or rendered him 
any assistance for the furtherance of his prospects in that direction . Even a 
police officer whose assistance has been prohibited under sub-section (7) of 
section 123 of the Act, is nontheless a citizen and an elector, and is entitled to 
have his own belief that a particular candidate would win , and to express that 
belief, without lending an impression that it was meant to assist him in the 
election in any manner. It would have been open to objection if Joseph 
Thomas had stated at the meeting that it was necessary for the benefit of the 
Christian community that persons like Mani should win and become a minister 
to save them from the rigour of the Land Reforms Act, but the Bishop has 
returned a categorical answer that Joseph Thomas did not say any such thing. 

The remaining part of the statement of the witness relates to Joseph 
Thomas s statement that if it was necessary he would give up his uniform and 
job . That question was asked of the witness in the context of the appellant s 
success in the election but, even so , his reply, as stated by the Bishop, cannot 
be said to be open to objection . According to him Joseph Thomas said that 
he would give up his uniform and job if that was necessary . That was a 
statement regarding his future course of action , and it shows that Joseph 
Thomas realised that without giving up his job it was not possible for him to 
assist the appellant in the election . When thereform Joseph Thomas was conscious 
of that limitation , it cannot be believed that he would throw discretion to the 
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winds and then and there launch an exhortation for the appellant s success 
at the polls. The fact that no such impression was crealed from what Joseph 
Tnomas said at the meeting, will be clear from the Bishop s answer that he 
did not know what for the witness mentioned his willingness to give up his job 
when necessary. We have no reason to disbelieve the statement of the Bishop, 
and we are unable to take the view that it can be used for the purpose of 
proving the alleged corrupt practice of obtaining or procuring the assistance o ! 
the police officer for furtherance of the appellant s prospects in the election . 

Cherian J. Kappan (P.W.3 ) is another witness in this connection . He has 
no doubt stated that the person who was mentioned as City Commissioner of 
Police spoke thrice and said that Mani s success was a necessity and that if 
oniy he won then it will be possible to exclude the estates planted with rubber 
after 1964 from the operation of the Land Ceiling Act. The witness has further 
stated that .Joseph Thomas said that it was thereform their need that 
the appellant should win and " therefore it does not matter if I lose my job 
and I come for this." We find however that in all these respects the statement 
of the witness has been contradicted by the statement of Dr. Sebastian Vayalil 
(P.W.2 ). Thus the Bishop has not stated that Joseph Thomas spoke thrice, and 
he has categorically stated that he did not say that Mani should win or that 
he should win for the benefit of the migrated Christians with reference to the 
Land Reforms Act, 1964. As regards Joseph Thomas s offer to give up his 
job, the version of Dr. Sebastian Vayalil ( P.W. 2 ), is substantially different from 
that of Cherian J. Kappan (P.W..3), for while Cherian J. Kappan (P.W.3.) has 
stated as if Joseph Thomas was prepared to lose his job then and there and had 
come to address the meeting because of the need for the appellant s success, 
Dr. Sebastian Vaylil (P.W. 2.) has merely said that he expressed a desire to 
give up his uniform and job if that became necessary in future. The overall 
statement of Cherian J. Kappan ( P.W. 3.) has been disproved by Dr. Sebastian 
Vayalil (P.W. 2 ) who has stated that he did not know whether Joseph Thomas 
at all spoke for the appellant s success in the election . 

We have gone through the statement of Cherian J. Kappan (P.W.3) and 
it appears to us that, to say the least, he was not friendly with the appellant 
and had his own reasons for running him down . The attention of the witness 
was daawn to document Ex. P 2 dated March 15, 1977 which showed some 
rivalry between him and the appellant, but he was unable to explain it away. 
At any rate we do not find it possible to accept the version of Cherian 
J. Kappan (P.W. 3) in preference to that of Dr. Sebastian Vayalil (P.W. 2) . 

Father Joseph Chovvathukunnal (P.W.4 ) is the next witness in this con 
rection . He was a Vicar of the Ramapuram Forane Church and he has clearly 
stated that the Bishop (P.W. 2 ) asked those present at the meeting to 
act according to their conscience in the matter of casting votes. When the 
witness was asked whose success was the object of the meeting, he categorically 
stated that the Bishop did not say who among candidates should succeed in the 
election . It is significant that although the witness stated that the City 
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Commissioner of Police , Trivandrum , participated in the metting, and all said 
about election matters, he was not asked whether Joseph Thomas said anything 
in the meeting which could he said to assist the appe! lant in the election . 

Father Joseph Pallikkaparambil (P.W. 7) was the Auxilliary Bishop of the 
Falai Diocese. He attended the meeting for a while, but he was also not asked 
whether Joseph Thomas made any speech at the meeting and, if so , to what 
affect. This omission is also not without significance. 

Father George Nellikattu (P.W. 8 ) was the Vicar of St. Joseph s Church , 
Paika. He has stated that City Commissioner of Police Josph Thomas was 
present at the meeting and that he spoke as if participating in it. He has 
said further that he remembered Joseph Thomas speaking about the matter of 
Agrarian Bill and that he said that the presence of persons like Mani was 
essential in the Legislative Assembly to see that the Bill did not affect them 
adversely. The witness has stated further that Joseph Thomas stopd and spoke 
three or four times . We have already pointed out that the statement of 
Dr. Sebastian Vayalil (P.W. 2) shows that there was no mention of the Agrarian 
Bill in Joseph Thomas s talk , and that he did not say anything regarding the 
Land Reforms legislation or the desirability of the election of persons like 
Mani in that connection. Moreover the witness has not supported the version 
of Cherian J. Kappan (P.W.3) that Joseph Thomas said that it did not matter 
if he lost his job and that he had come for the appellant s success, 

Taking as overall view of the evidence on the record , which consists mainly 
of the statements of the petitioner s witnesses , we have no hesitation in saying 
that the High Court erred in preferring the statement of Cherian J. Kappan 
( P.W. 3 ) and George Nellikkattu (P.W. 8 ) to the testimony of Dr. Sebastian 
Vayalil (P.W. 2 ) and Father Joseph Choyvathukunnal (P.W. 4). 

In arriving at this conclusion we have not so far taken into account the 
statement of Joseph Thomas (P.W. 6 ) who also has been examined on behalf of 
the election petitioner. He has said that while he and the Chancellor Priest 
were talking, someone from the laymen asked for his own view about Mani s 
election and he said that he had heared that he would succeed . He has further 
stated that when another person asked him to say something as he was in the 
Police department, he said that if anything had to be said about it, he will 
have to give up his cap and uniform . This version of Joseph Thomas (P.W. 6 
is substantially in accord with the statement of Dr. Sebastian Vayalit (P.W. 2). 
We have no reason to discard it merely because it emanates from a person who 
has been named for commission of the corrupt practice in the order under 
section 99 of the Act . Joseph Thomas was subjected to a very long cross 
examination, but nothing has been elicited to shake his testimony. It may be 
that his explanation that he happened to be present at the meeting because 
he had gone there to have a talk with the Chancellor Priest about the proposal 
for his brother s marriage, may not be quite satisfactory, but his mere presence 
at that meeting, or expression of his personal views there , to which reference 
has been made above, could not possibly amount to the commission of a corrupt 
practice uprler sub -section (7 ) of section 123 of the Act by the appellant, 
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This takes us to the question whether Joseph Thomas went to attend the 
meeting and spoke there at the instance of the appellant. The High Court has 
also addressed itself to it and has gone to the extent of saying that it was 
perhaps the only real question for consideration . 

There is no direct evidence to prove that Joseph Thomas went to attend. 
the meeting and spoke there at the instance of the appellant, and this fact has 
been noticed by the trial court . It has however arrived at a decision against 
the appellant on the basis of the circumstantial evidence on the record. The 
court was led to that conclusion because of its finding , with which we have 
disagreed , that in the meeting which had been held at the Bishop s house 
Joseph Thomas " actively and vehemently canvassed all assistance on behalf of 
the 1st respondent," and has " also found that the explanation given by P. W 6 
in that respect cannot be accepted." That court has also found that Joseph 
Thomas was not a reliable witness and could not be believed when he said 
that he had gone to Palai to meet his ailing father. In reaching that con 
clusion the court has gone to the extent of pointing out that Joseph Thomas 
was not very careful in stating the facts even in the court, and has made a 
reference to his incorrect assertion in paragraph 21 of his objection petition 
dated December 8 , 1977, in answer to the notice Uuder section 99, 
that he had received the notice on December 3, 1977. That, in our opinion, 
could not be a sufficient ground for disbelieving the witness. The counsel for 
Joseph Thomas had in fact field an affidavit, on December 16 , 1977 in the 
court in which he had made it quite clear that the notice was really served 
on December 1, 1977, and that it was inadvertantly stated in the reply to the 
show cause notice that it was received on December 3, 1977. At any rate such 
a mistake could not possibly have justified the rejection of the testimony of 
Joseph Thomas altogether. 

The trial court has in this connection referred to a " complaint" of the 
election petitioner that the priest of Lalam Church could not be examined 
even though he was named as a witness and could give useful information about 
what had happened in the meeting. It has gone to the extent of saying that 
the conduct of the priest of the Lalam Church was somewhat abnormal, and 
he has been dubbed so the " absconding" priest. Here again , it is difficult 
to accept the reasoning of the trial court because there is nothing on the 
record to show that the priest had been kept away by the appellant or Joseph 
Thomas or that he had absconded . As it happened , his whereabouts were 
ascertained after some time, but the election petitioner did not move the court 
for giving him a chance to examine him as a witness. His evidence had no 
doubt been closed by then , but that would not have prevented the court from 
allowing his examination . The fact that the priest of Lalam Church could not be 
traced at an early date , could not therefore lend credance to the case that 
Joseph Thomas went to the meeting at the instance of the appellant. 

The trial court has examined the activities of the appellant on March 12, 
1977, in reaching the conclusion that he was himself present at the meeting 
at the Bishop s house on that say, and has placed reliance on the statement 
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of M. K. Raju (P.W.5). Mr. Govindan Nair, learned council for the election 
pelitioner , has pointed out that the appellant had fixed four meetings in or 
around Palai on March 12 , 1977 and that it was most unlikely that he would have 
left them unattended and gone to Kottayam for the disposal of ofcial work 
there, so that his explanation for his absence from Palai is quite unsatisfactory 
and deserved to be rejected. But even if it is assumed that the appellant was 
in or around Palai and was attending one or the other of his election mectings, 
it would not necessarily follow that he visited the Bishop s house while the 
meeting was going on there . It is significant in this connection that the 
election petitioner did not venture to plead that the appellant attended the 
Bishop s meeting, even though such a plea would have helped him substantially 
in establishing a direct casual connection between the appellant and the 
meeting and between him and what was said there by Joseph Thomas. 

The trial court has based its finding about the appellant s presence in 
the meeting on the statement of M. K. Raju (P.W.5 ). He was the car driver 
of Chalikara Mathai Chettan in those days and he claims to have driven 
his employer there. He has stated that he did not go inside the Bishop s 
house and went away to take coffee after leaving his employer there. He 
returned at about 12 in the night. He saw the appellant in the Bishop court. 
yard, but did not see him returning. We have gone through the statement of 
Raju but we do not find it possible to accept it in the face of the statement 
of Dr. Sebastian Veyalil (P.W.2) that the appellant did not come to that 
meeting, further cross -examination the Bishop clarified that if Mani had come 
at all , he would have come to know of that fact. Moreover if the appellant 
had really been present at the meeting, the election petitioner would have exa 
mined Cholikara Mathai Chettan himself, who was driven there by M. K. Raju 
( P.W.5), and would not have relied merely on the statement of the driver who did 
not even go inside the house. 

The election petitioner has examined a number of other witnesses about 
what transpired at the meeting, but none of them has stated that the appe 
llant was present there. Even Cherian J. Kappan (P.W.3) has not stated that 
the appellant was present at the meeting, and we have no doubt that the 
High Court erred in taking a contrary view merely on the basis of the 
evidence of M. K. Raju (P.W.5) and the appellant s programme of addressing 
some meetings in the vicinity of Palai. 

A reading of the impugned judgement shows that the trial court could go no 
further than saying that the version of M. K. Raju ( P.W.5) that he saw the 
appellant going to the Bishop s house was " quite probable ". In taking that 
View the trial court lost sight of the requirement that the allegation regarding 
the commission of a corrupt practice in the nature of a quasi criminal 
proceeding which has to be established beyond reasonable doubt and not 
merely by preponderance of probabilities. In asking the appellant s presence 
at the meeting a basis of the finding against him , the trial court therefore 
committed an obvious error of law which by itself is sufficient to vitiate it . 
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The trial court has also taken Joseph Thomas s activities inlo consideration , 
along with the facts that he was a police officer working at Trivandruny , he 
went to the Bishop s house on March 12, 1977 and addressed a meeting there, 
and " openly " canvassed for the appellant who was a Minister of the State 
Government at that time. The High Court has noticed the further fact that 
Joseph Thomas was the seniormost Superintendent of police and he would 
not have been unaware that his conduct amounted to an offence under section 
129 (2). On these premises the High Court has built up its finding that as 
Joseph Thomas took a very great rank , and declared that he was prepared 
to lose his job, the normal conclusion would be that " in all probability P.W.6 
faced the risk out of fear or favour, and either of which could have amanated 
only from the 1st respondent because it was the 1st respondent alone who was 
l enefited by the imanated activities of P. W. 6." To these circumstances 
Mr. Govindası Nair has added the further argument that as the Bishop wanted 
to remove the incorrect impression that he was against the appellant, it 
must follow that as the meeting was convened to remove that impression it 
was held for furtherance of the prospects of the election and any speech 
delivered by Joseph Thomas must be presumed to have that object. 

But as has been shown earlier , there is no satisfactory evidence to prove 
that Joseph Thomas spoke anything at the meeting for furtherance of the 
appellant s electoral prospects or that he want there and spoke at his instance. 
It will be recalled that the Bishop has categorically stated that he never 
said to whom votes should be cast and he did not even intend that votes 
should be cast for the appellant. Dr. Joseph Chovathukunnal (P.W.4 ) has 
also stated that the Bishop did not even any who among the candidate (who were 
all Roman Catholics) should succeed . The trial court was not therefore justi 
fied in reaching the conclusion that the Joseph Thomas intentionally took the 
great risk of committing an offence under section 123 (2) and of losing his 
job out of fear or favour of the appellant. But even if all the premises set 
up by the trial court in this connection were accepted as correct, it would 
not follow , as an inevitable conclusion , that they would establish a 
between the two, for it may well be that Joseph Thomas did all that at the 
instance of someone else or out of his own desire to curry favour with the 
appellant in the hope of some future advantage some time. At any rate that 
possibility could not be excluded , and the trial court arred in basing its 
binding on mere probability . It will be enough make a reference to 
Johan Singh V. Bhanwralal and others and Samant M. Balakrishna etc. 
V. George Fernandes and others (3) etc., in this connection . In Mohan Singh s 
case it has been held that the ones of proving the commission of a corrupt 
practice is not discharged on proof of mere preponderance of probability as 
in a civil suit, and it must be established beyond reasonable doubt by evidence 
which is clear and unambiguous. In Balakrishna it has been held that while 
consent may be inferred from circumstantial evidence, the circumstances must 
point unerringly to the conclusion and must admit of no other explanation 

(2). A.I.R. 1964 S.C.1366 
(*). (1969 S.C.R. 603) 
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for a corrupt practice must be proved in the same way as a criminal charge . 
out of the other decisions of this Court to the same ellect reference may be 
Dace to R. M. Seshadri V s. G. Vasantha Pai (* ), Bhaguwan Dalta Shastri W . 
Rum Rutanji Gupta and others (5) and Balwan Singh Vs. Prakash Chand and 
others ( ). The election petitioner must therefore exclude every hypothesis except 
that of quit on the part of the returned candidate or his election agent, and 
the trial court erred in bearing its finding an a mere probability. 

We have, in this connection , taken into consideration the other argument 
of Mr. Govindan Nair that the appellant was in dire need of the help of 
Joseph Thomas because of the still contest with N. C. Joseph and the facts 
and circumstances mentioned in Ex 1. What a candidate will do or how he will 
react in such circumstances essentially depends on his mental make up, and 
his reaction in such a matter is really one of the imponderables of an electoral 
contest and cannot form the basis of a definite finding one way or the other . 
At any rate the appellant was not new to that contest and had won the 
lections on three earlier occasions. It is therefore difficult for us to uphold 
the argument that he was as driven by the prospect of delect as to stek the 
assistance of a police officer openly, on pain of losing his success at the hands 
of any elector wiro may charge him of the commission of that corrupt practice. 

So as there is no direct evidence to prove that Joseph Thomas went to attend 
the meeting at the Bishop s house at the instance of the appellant and spoke 
There at his instance, and as the circumstantial cvidence referred to above was 
inadequate to reach that conclusion , we are constrained to set aside the finding 
of the trial court that it was the appellant who " obtained and procured the 
services of P.W.6 , a police officer, in furtherance of the prospects of the 
clection of the 1st respondent, and the corrup ! practice set out in sub- section 
(7 ) of section 123 of the Act has been established beyond any doubt." We 
have given our reasons for differing with the trial court about what was said 
by Joseph Thomas in the meeting at the Bishop s house . 

The appeals are allowed with costs , the impugned orders of the High Court 
ated December 21, 1977. under sections 98 and 99 of the Act are set aside 
and the election petition is dismissed . 


(Sd .) . 


S. MURTARA FAZEL ALI. 


New Delhi, 
Sep!ember 12 , 1978 . 


(Sd .) 
P. M. SHINGITAL . 


(") . (1969) 2 S.C.R. 1019 
( ). A.I.R. 1960 S.C. 200 
("). (1976 ) 3 S.C.R. 335 
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Kerala Agricultural University 

NOTIFICATION 
No.GA/45641/A3178 . 

9th November 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 12 (b ) of the Kerala 
Agricultural University Act (Act 33 of 1971), the General Council of the 
Kerala Agricultural University has been pleased to issue the following 
amendment to Statutes No. 70688 /P5 /73/AD . dated 28-8-1975 (Dean , 
Faculty of Basic Sciences and Humanities) as assented to by the Chancellor 
with effect from 26-10-1978 under Section 49 (6 ) of the said Act. 

AMENDIENT 
In the said statutes sub clause (c), (d ) and (c) of clause 2 — Procedure 
for appointment shall be substituted by the following : 

Clause 2 — Procedure for appointment:-(c) The Selection Committee shall 
consist of five persons with the Vice-Chancellor as Chairman of the Commi 
ttee. The Vice -Chancellor shall nominate the remaining fourmembers of 
whom two shall be from amongst the Deans of Faculties and Directors of 
the Universities . 

Provided that the Selection Committee for making recommendations 
regarding the person to be appointed as first Dean of the Faculty of Basic 
Sciences and Humanities, shall consist of one nominee ofthe Indian Agri 
cultural Research and one expert from any foreign or Indian Agricultural 
Universities. 

( d ) The Vice-Chancellor shall scrutinise all the applications and 
suggestions and prepare a list of candidates who shall be either called for 
interview or considered in absentia . He may also include in such list the 
name of any person who, in his opinion is suitable for being considered for 
appointment. 

(e ) After interviewing the candidates or considering them iu absentia, 
the Selection Committee shall recommend to the Executive Committee , as 
far as possible the names of atleast three persons in the order of preference 
for appointment. 

This amendment shall come into force from 26-10-1978 . 


E. DAMODARA MARAR, 

Registrar. 


Kerala Agricultural University 
Main Campus, 
Vellanikkara . 
G. 20681J. 
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Kerala Agricultural University 

NOTIFICATION 
No.GA/55117/A3 /77 . 

10th November 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 50 and sub section (a ) of 
Section 16 of the Kerala Agricultural University Act, 1971 (33 of 1971) and 
in supersession of the ordinance issued with S R.O. No. 319/76 dated 
2-3-1976 of the Government of Kerala , the Executive Committee of the 
Kerala Agricultural University hereby makes the following ordinance regal 
ding the departmental tests to be passed by the employees of the said Uni 
versity, namely: 

ORDINANCE 
1. Application . This ordinance shall apply to all employees, including 
members of teaching staff, of the Kerala Agricultural University, except the 
following : - 

(i) Office Superintendents (F. C. & D.), Stenographers, Typists 

and Technical staff. 
(ii ) Such other categories as are exempted by specific orders. 
(iii) The persons in the ministerial cadre who have already passed 

the tests specified in section 2 below and qualified for promo 
tion prior to their appointment to the Kerala Agricultural 

University 
(iv ) The members of teaching staff who have been exempted from 

passing the aepartmental tests by specihc Government orders 

prior to their joining in the Kerala Agricultural University . 
(v ) Class IV employees. 
2. Tests and Examinations. - All University employee shall pass the 
examinations cone ucted by the Kerala Public Service Commission in respect 
of the following departmental tests: 

1 . Manual of Office Procedure 
2. Account Test (Lower ) 

Provided that Teachers are exempted from passing the test in the 
Manual of Offic ? Procedure . 

Provided further that officers who have passed the test in the Manual of 
Office Procedure or Account Test (Lower) or any paper in Account Test 
(Lower) prior to their appointment in the Kerala Agricultural University 
need not pass the same again . 

3 . Pass in Manual of Office Procedure.Every employee of the University 
who is required to pass the test in theM. O. P. shall pass the said test with 
in the prescribed period of probation . 

G. 2069/ J 
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4 . Pass in Account Test ( Lower).- No employee of the University other 
than Class IV , who has not passed the Account Test ( L ) shall become 
eligible for promotion /appointment to posts carrying higher scales of pay. 
In the case of persons allotted to the State ofKerala from the services under 
the Government of Madras consequent on the re-organisation of States and 
transferied to the University , a pass in Account Test for Executive Officers 
or a pass in Account Trst for Subordinate Officers, Part I (Madras) shall be 
deemed to be sufficient qualification in lieu of Account Test (Lower). The 
teachers appointed for a specific term under a written contract shall pass the 
Account Test ( L ) within a period of two years from the date of their first 
appointment in the University failing which their further increments shall 
be withheld till they acquire the test qualification . 

Application of K. S. S. R. 1958. - The period ofexemption for passing the 
test and other allied matters shall be governed by the provisions relating 
thereto in the Kerala State and Subordin ite Services Rules, 1958 . 

Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the Notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 

The arst ordinance regarding the departmental test to be passed by the 
Kerala Agricult iral U iversity employees, excluding the teaching staff was 
issued by Government under Notification No. 75309/P5,75 /AD . dated 
2-3-1976 . 

The Executive Committee of Kerala Agricultural University at its 
meeting held on 18-7-1977 decided that for the teachers who have been in 
service prior to 1-1-1976 and who were recruited after the formation of the 
University , Account Test (Lower ) be introduced as a new test giving the 
usual time for acquiring the test qualification. 

Section 50 of Kerala Agricultural University Act 1971 (33 of 1971 ) 
provides that the Executive Committee shall have power to make ordinances. 
The ordinance regarding the departmental tests to be passed by Kerala 
Agricultural University teachers has not been issued so far. 

I his notification is in supersession of the Government notification 
No. 75309;P5 /AD dated 2-3-1976 (S. R. O. No. 319/76 ) and is to prescribe 
the departmental tests to be passed by the Kerala Agricultural University 
Employees including teaching staff . 


Kerala Agricultural University, 

Main Campus, 
Vellanikkara . 


E. DAMODARA MARAR , 

Registrar . 
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List of books approved for the use of School Libraries 
കമ . ബുക്ക് പുസ്തകത്തിൻറ 

ഗന്ഥകർത്താവിന്റെ 
നമ്പർ നമ്പർ 

പേര 
(1) (2) 

(3) 

ഹൈസ്കൂൾ വിദ്യാർത്ഥികൾക്കുവേണ്ടി 
1627 സൂര്യകാന്തം 

വരട്ടം രഘുനാഥ് 
2 1628 

നാളത്തെ സമൂഹം ദാർശശി ഡാ ; ആൽബർട്ട് നമ്പ്യാപറമ്പിൽ 

നിക്ദഷ്ടിയിൽ 
3 1629 

വളർച്ചയുടെ പ്രശ്നങ്ങൾ സി , എച്ച്. ജോസഫ് 
4 1630 കുഞ്ഞുംഅമ്മിഞ്ഞയും 
5 1631 

അച്ഛനും അമ്മയും 

ആവുമ്പോൾ 
6" 1632 അവൾ വളരുന്നു 1 

ഡാ : ലൂയിസ 
1 1633 

2 
8 . 1634 വളർച്ചയും 

ചാക്കോച്ചൻ കളപ്പുരക്കൽ 
മനശ്ശാസ്ത്രവും 
9 1635 ദർശ്ശനം 1 

ഡാ ; ആൽബർട്ട് നമ്പ്യാപറമ്പിൽ 
10 1636 ദർശ്ശനം 2 
11 1637 മദർ തെരേസ്സ 

മാൽക്കം മാൻഡ്പിച്ച് 
12 1638 അഗ്നിമേഘങ്ങൾ 

മാതൃ ഇടമററം 
13 1639 തണൽമരം 

ബാബു ജോസ 
14 1640 ധാർ 

( പി മൂസ് പെരിഞ്ചേര 
15 1641 വസന്തം 

2. വടയാററ 
16 1642 ഉമർ ഫാറുവും അലക്സാ വിവർത്തനം : കെ . എസ്. 
ൻഡിയാ ലൈബ്രറിയും 

അബ്ദുറഹിമാൻ 
17 1643 ഔറംഗസീബ് ആലംഗീർ 
18 1644 അറിയപ്പെടാത്ത ഇൻഡ്യാ 

ചരിതത്തിലെ ഏടുകൾ 
19 1645 സ്ക്കൂൾ ലൈബറി 

പി . രാമാനുജൻ നായർ 
20 1646 നിദാദാനം 

പി , ആർ. ഗോപിനാഥൻ നായർ 
21 1647 മരുപ്പച്ച 

രാഡ് മനക്കുളം 
22 1648 രമണനും കളിത്തോഴിയും 

ഭാസ്കരൻ നാട്ടിക 
23 . 1649 കവിതയുടെകാൽപ്പാടുകൾ 
24 

1650 കുട്ടികളുടെഭാഗവതം സി , പാറുക്കുട്ടിയമ്മ 
25 1651 എൻറ നൂറുകഥകൾ 

ജോർജ്ജ് നെല്ലായി 
26 1652 ഗീതയുടെകഥ 

മുട്ടമ്പലം രവീന്ദ്രൻ 
: 27 1653 പൂജാപുഷ്പം 

എം , കെ . രാമകൃഷ്ണൻ 
28 1654 മഞ്ഞിലൊരു രഹസ്യം അളളാനിവഴുർ 
29 1655 മോട്ടോർസൈക്കിൾ , 

പി , ഐ . വർഗ്ഗീസ 
സ്കൂട്ടർ ( ഡവിംഗ് 

റിപ്പേറിംഗ് 
30 1656 കവഞ്ചി 

എം , എം . നാരായണൻ 
31 1657 സുകന്യാചരിതം ആട്ടക്കഥ കെ , ഗംഗാധരൻ ഉണ്ണി 
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(1) ( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 
32 1658 ഉത്തിഷ്ഠത ജാഗത 

തിരുപുറം തങ്കപ്പൻ 
33 1659 ഉപനിഷദീപ്തി 2 

കെ . ഭാസ്കരൻ നായർ 
34 v 

1660 കാലയവനിക നീക്കുമ്പോൾ കെ . ഗോപാലകൃഷ്ണൻ 
35 1661 കേരള ഗംഗ 

പുത്തൻകാവു മാത്തൻ തരകൻ 
36 1662 പൗരുഷകഥകൾ 
37 1663 സാഹിത്യവേദി 
38 1664 ദിവ്യനക്ഷതം 
39 1665 ദീപാവലി 

രമാഭാസ്കരൻ 
40 1666 പൂത്താലം 

സി . ചന്ദ്രനാഥൻ 
41 1667 ദുഖരേഖകൾ 

തഡിയാൻ ഭാസി 
42 1668 കാൽവരിയിൽ 

ടി , ജി . യോഹന്നാൻ 
43 1669 കുമാരമു ദാജലി. 

എം . കെ . വാസു 
44 1670 ചലനങ്ങൾ 

കെ . സുകുമാരൻ നായർ 
45 1671 ലോക കായികവേദി 

സി , ജി , സാജൻ 
46 1672 ആഫ്രിക്കയിലെ കറുത്ത വളളിക്കോട്ടു 
നക്ഷതം 

ജനാർദ്ദനൻ നായർ 
47 1673 ഇതു നിന്റെ ബാപ്പയാണ പി . കെ . സൈനുദീൻ 
48 1674 കല്ലുമാണിക്യം 

കോന്നിയൂർ ഉഷ 
49 1675 കണ്ണീരിന്റെ പുതി 

മീരാസ് മനക്കുളം 
50 1676 ചിന്താവിഷ്ടയായ 

മുളളുകാട്ടിൽ കെ , ഗംഗാധരൻ 
( ശ്രീരാമൻ 
51 1677 

സുലേഖ 
52 1678 ഭാഷാ സർവ്വസ്വം 

പീതാംബരൻ 
53 1679 വന്ധ്യമേഘങ്ങൾ 

പഭാമേനോൻ 
54 1680 

സ്വർണ്ണനാഗം 
55 1681 

ജ്ഞാനാനന്ദസരസ്വതി ( ശ്രീരാമവർമ്മൻ എറാഡി 
എന്ന അദ്ധ്യാത്മ 

വിജ്ഞാനകോശം 
56 1682 അനശ്വര പ്രതിഭകൾ 

വാടയിൽ സദാശിവൻ 
57 1683 രത്നഹാരം 

സ്വാമി മഹാമനെ 
58 1684 മാദരന്ന 
59 1685 ഭോജിപബന്ധം 

പി , വി . ഉണ്ണിത്താൻ 
60 1686 രക്തസാക്ഷിമണ്ഡപം 

ഇളമംഗലം ഗോപാലൻ 
61 1784 കയർ 

തകഴി ശിവശങ്കരപിളള 
62 1785 ഉദാത്തസമീക്ഷ 
63 

വേദഭാനു 
1786 അന്തർമുഖൻ 

നീലംപേരൂർ 
64 

മധുസൂദനൻ നായർ 
1787 

അമരൻ 
65 1788 

അപൂർണ്ണൻ 
66 1789 

ഉറങ്ങുംമുമ്പ് 
67 1790 ഈറ്റില്ലം 
68 1791 ഭാരതീയ ദർശനം 

53 

ഡാക്ടർ രാധാകൃഷ്ണൻ 
69 

1792 ജീവനെത്തടി 
70 

ഡാക്ടർ കെ . ററി . മാണി 
1794 വൈക്കം സത്യാഗ്രഹം 
തിരുവനന്തപുരം. 

( ഒപ്പ്) , 
വിദ്യാഭ്യാസ ഡയറക്ടർക്കുവേണ്ടി, 


1 ) 


1 ) 


1 


Nedamangad Municipality 

NOTIFICATION 
UNDER SECTION 98 OF THE KERALA MUNICIPALITIES Act, 1960 

( ACT 14 OF 1961 ) 
No A1/ 32178 . 

29th August 1978 . 
It is hereby notified for the information of the public that the Special 
Officer , Nedumangad Municipality, in exercise of the powers of the Council 
under section 96 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 сmferred on her 
under section 112 (3 ) of the said Act and by G. O. Rt. 1016 /78 / LA & SWD 
dated 31-3-1978 hereby finally fix the rate of taxes and duty to be levied 
within the Municipality under section 99 , 110 , 118 , 124 , 125 and 126 of 
the said Act, as specified below with effect from the dates noted against each 
item as no objections were received . 


Nature of Tax 


PROPERTY TAX 
( Section 99 ) 

Date of effect from 1-4-1978 


HALF YEARLY Tax 


Class of Building and Lands used Lands not used exclusi 
Property lands exclusively vely for agricultural 
tax occupied by for agricultural purposes and are not 

or adjacent purposes ocoupied by or adjacent 
to buildings 

and appurtenant to 

buildings 
1. Tax for gene- 27 % of annual 24 % of annual 1 % of capital 
ral purposes 

value value 

value 
2. Lighting tax 1 % do . 

1 % do . $ % do . 
3. Sanitary tax 17 % do . 11 % do. * % do . 


G. 1614 . 


PROFESSION TAX 
(Section 110 ) 

Date of effect from 1-4-1978 
SCHEDULE 


Half yearly tax 


Class 


Half yearly income 


I More than 
II 

Do. 
III Do. 
IV 

Do. 
V 

vo . 
VI Do. 
VII Do. 
VIII 

Do. 
IX 

Do. 


Rs. 15,000 

12,000 but less than Rs. 15,000 
9,000 do . 

12,000 
6,000 do . 

9,000 
4,800 do . 

6,000 
3,000 do . 

4,800 
1,800 do. 

3,000 
1,200 do . 

1,800 
600 do . 

1,200 


Rs. 
125 
100 
75 
50 
37 
18 

9 
6 
3 


VEHICLE AND ANIMAL TAX 
(Section 118 ) 

With effect from 1-4-1978 
CHEDULE 


0 


Half yearly tax 


Sl. No. 


Description of animals, 

vessels or vehicles 


3 


2 
3 
4 


Rs. 
12.00 
6.00 
8.00 
2.00 
2.00 
1.00 
1.00 


99 


> 


22 


For every Elepbant 

Cainel 
Horse , Mule or Pony 
Bullock , Bull or malc Buffaloe 
Pig 
Donkey 
Dog 
Motor boat or Steam launch plying for 

hire and carrying more than six 

passengers 
Steam or Motor tug 
Barge or other vessel attached or 

attachable to steam or motor tug 
Other motor boat or steam launch 
Cabin boat 
Vallom 
Cart or carriage drawn by horses 
Carriage drawn by other animals 
Hand cart or push cart 
Bicycle, Tricycle or Cycie rikshaw 


30.00 
50.00 


9 
10 


93 


99 


11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 


25.00 
15.00 
2.50 
2.00 
6.00 
4.00 
2.00 
2.00 


29 


39 


3 


99 


ADVERTISEMENT TAX 
(Section 126 ) 

With effect from 1-6-1978 


Rate for calendar 

month 


Rs . 


0.60 


1. In respect of advertisements on hvardings wall 

posts in the form of non - illuminated sky 
signs 
(a ) for a space up to I sq .mtr. 
(b ) for a space over 1 sq . mtr. up 

2 sq. mtrs . 
(c ) for every additional 2.50 sq . mtrs. or 

less 


to 


0.90 


0.60 


0.60 
1.20 


or 


0.90 


2 . Posters , 

for space not exreeding 0.50 sq . metre 
(b ) for space not exceeding 1 sg . metre 
(c ) for every additional 1 sq . metre 

less 
3. Advertisements carried on vehicles drawn by 

bullocks, human beings, horses, cycles 
or any other device carried on any vehicle or 
motor car 
(a ) for each vehicle other than motor 
or lorry or any other means of 

con 
veyance propelled by electrical 

mechanical power 
(b ) for each motor car or lorry or any other 

means of conveyance propelled by 
electrical or mechanical power 


car 


or 


3.00 


7.50 


2.10 


Note : - This does not apply to advertisements carried 

on vehicles use l as public conveyance. 
4. Advertisement voards carried on a boat 
5. Illumipated advertisements and sky signs 

(a ) for space up to 0.50 sq .melie 
(h ) for space above 0.50 sq. metre up to 2.00 

sq . metre 
(c) for every additional 2.50 sq . metre or less 


2.10 


3.00 
2.70 


Rate for calendar 

month 


or 


Rs. 
6. For advertises ents exhibited on screens by means of lantern 

slides 
(a ) for space up to 0.50 sq . metre 

3 00 
( b ) for space over 0.50 sq . metre up to 
2.50 sq . metres 

3.60 
( c ) for every additional 2.50 sq . metres 
less 

2.10 
7. For advertisement exhibited on screens by roll films 
(1) when the area of the visual projected adver 

tisement on the screen is up to 37 sq . metres . 
(a ) where the film does not exceed 30.5 

metres in length 
(i) per month 

12.00 
(ii) per week of 7 days or less 

3.00 
(b ) where the film exceeds 30.5 metres in 

length , for every additional 15.25 metres 

or part thereof 
(i) per month 

6.00 
( ii ) per week of 7 days or less 

1.50 
( 2) when the area of the visual projected 

advertisement on the screen is more than 
37 sq . metres for every additional 

metres or part thereof 
(a ) where the film does not exceed 30.5 

metres in length 
(i) per month 

2.00 
( ii ) per week of 7 days or les 

0.25 
Note : - Meie exhibition of the name of the owner of vehicle , lorry or 

motor car is not an advertisement liable to tax . In respect of 
advertisements on cloth hung across streets , 

the rate of 
adver:isement tax shall be Rs. 3 per calendar month or less in 
a street 3 metres to 6 metres broad up and Rs. 6 per calendar 
mopih or less in a street 6 metres broad up to 15 metres, 
(the rates apply only to streets the breadth ofwhich is 15 
metres or less ). In case of advertisements exhibited for a 
period of less than one month , proportionate rates shall be 
payable for a period of one week of seven days, one month 
being taken as thirty days for purpose of calculation . 


9.25 sq. 


5 


SHOW TAX 


( Section 124) 

Date of effect from 1-6-1978 


• 


Rate of tax per show 


1. Cinematograph exhibitions 
2. Other shows 


Two Rupees 
Five Rupees 


DUTY TRANSFER OF IMMOVABLE PROPERTY 

(Section 125 ) . 

with effect from 1-4-1978 


At 4 % on the amounts detailed the said section on the instruments of 
transfer of property against which such amounts are detailed with effect from 
1-4-1978 . 


Municipal Office , 
Nedumangad , 


T.K. INDIRAKUTTY AMMA, 
Special Officer , Nedumangad Municipality. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Public Works & Electricity (D ) Department 

NOTIFICATIONS 


( 1) 


No. 51822/D1/78 /PW . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th December 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2 /4 /1963/Judl. II 
dated 31-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961 (Act 21 of 1962); in relation to the acquisition of lands for the 
purpose of the Union in the Kerala State ; 

And whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the lands 
specified in the schedule below are needed or are likely to be needed , for a 
public purpose, to wit for the improvements to the road from Trivandrum 
to Neyyattinkara Byepass portion from Kazhakkuttom to Kovalam , notice 
to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern, in accordance with 
the provisions of section 3 (1) of the said Act. 

258–9 . 20234° 1-2. ouomºnworpora3 moanys mw ? 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ട്രപതി യു ണിയന്റ് ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി 
കേരള സംസ്ഥാനത്ത്ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 

33 /4516 /MC. 


ഒരേ ണഘടന 


2 


ബ് 


1961 - ലെ കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ട് (1962 - ലെ 

21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) 
പകാരം കേന്ദ്ര ഗവൺമെന്റിന്റെ പ്രവർത്തികൾ 31-5-1963 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ 
2/4/1963 ജുഡീഷ്യൽ , II-ാം 

നമ്പർ 

പരസ്യ പകാര ം കേരളാ ഗവൺ 
മെൻറിനെ ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിന്റെ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന ഭൂമി ഒരു 
പൊതുക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത തിരുവനന്തപുരം നെയ്യാറ്റിൻകര 
പാസിന്റെ ആദ്യത്തെ ഭാഗം കഴക്കൂട്ടം മുതൽ കോവള ംവരെയുളള റോഡിൻറ 
വീതി 

കൂട്ടുന്നതിനും വളവു നിവർക്കുന്നതിനും, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ, 
ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാൻ ഇടയുണ്ടെന്നോ, കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനു തോന്നുന്നതി 
നാലും, അതിനുളള നോട്ടീസ് അതു സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന. എല്ലാപേർക്കും ടി 
ആക്റ് 3 ( 1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് 

ഇതിനാൽ 
നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

SCHEDULE 
District.- Trivandrum . 

Taluk. Trivandrum, 
Village.-- Kazhakkuttom -Menamkulam . 


Sl.No. 


Survey No. 


Description 


Remarks 


813 


Dry 
Wet 


Part 


33 


3 


33 


11 


815 
816 
817 
818 
819 
820 
821 
822 


5 


13 


13 


33 


19 


13 


35 


33 


13 


823 


15 


55 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 


Extent 

ares 
48 , 56 
7.28 
4.05 
6,88 
33.18 
13.76 
14.57 
20,64 
13.55 
18,62 
23.47 
42,49 
14 , 16 

8 , 50 
16,59 
7.28 
8 , 50 
0.81 
5.67 
5.67 
4.86 
6.88 
44,92 


1) 


1 ) 


35 


13 


2 ) 


23 


13 


824 
825 
826 
877 
878 
879 
880A 
880B 
881 

882 
| 883 
884 
886 


33 


Dry 


99 


1 ) 


19 


1 


13 


13 


1 ) 


ാ 


് 


3 


3 


(2 ) 
No. 52017 /D1/ 78/PW. 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th December 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2/4 /63/Judl. II 
dated 31-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961 (Act 21 of 1962) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the 
purpose of the Union , in the Kerala State ; 

And, whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the land speci 
fied in the Schedule below is needed or is likely to be needed for a public 
purpose, to wit for the development of NH . 47 , Chalakudy By -epass, notice to 
that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern in accordance with 
the provisions of section 3 ( 1) of the said Act. Under sub section (4 ) of 
section 19 of the said Act the Government direct that in view of the urgency 
of the case the provisions of section 5 of the Act shall not apply to this case . 

ഭരണഘടന , 258-ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ട്രപതി, യു ണിയന്റെ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി കേരള 
സംസ്ഥാനത്ത്ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 1961- ലെ 
കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ററ് (1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) പകാരം 
കേന്ദ്ര ഗവൺമെന്ററിന്റെ പ്രവൃത്തികൾ 31-5-19 63 -ാം തീയതിയില 
214163/ജുഡീഷ്യൽ II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യപ്രകാരം കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനെ 
ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിന്റെ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതു 
ക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് ചാലക്കുടി ബൈപാസ് ( N.H. 7) -ന് ആവശ്യ 
മുണ്ടന്നോ, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാനിടയുണ്ടെന്നോ കേരള ഗവൺമെന്റിന് തോന്നു 
ന്നതിനാലും അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് അതു സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും 
മേപ്പടി ആക്ററ് 3 ( 1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ 
നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

ടി ആക്ററ 

19 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം ഉപ വകുപ്പു 
(പകാരം കേരള 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് പ്രസ്തുത സംഗതിയുടെ അടിയന്തിര 
സ്ഥിതി പരിഗണിച്ച് ടി ആക്ററ് 5 -ാം വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ഈ 
പൊന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക ബാധകമല്ലെന്ന് നിർദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാൽ 
ആ വിവരം ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 


SCHEDULE 
District. Trichur. 

Taluk. – Mukundapuram . 
Village - KizhakeChalakudy . 

( The extent given is approximate ) 
Serial No. Survey No. 

Description Extent in Hectare 
477/1 Part 

Dry 

0.2460 
2 47717 

0.0025 


3 ) 


9 


Total 


0.2485 


( 3) 
No. 52018 | D1 |78|PW. 

Dated, Trivandrum, 12th December 1978 
Wheireas in exercise of the pot:ers conferred by clause (1) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has is notification No. 2 /4 /63 /Judl. II 
dated 31-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961 ( Act 21 of 1962 ) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the 
purpose of the Union , in the Kerala State ; 

And , whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the land speci 
fied in the Schedule below is needed or is likely to be needed for a public 
purpose, to wit for the formation of North Approach to Chettuva Bridge in 
N. H. 17, notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern 
in accordance with the provisions of section 3 ( 1) of the said Act. Under 
sub section (4 ) of section 19 of the said Act the Government direct that in 
view of the urgency of the case the provisions of section 5 of the Act shall not 
apply to this case. 

ഭരണഘടന 258 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ട്രപതി യൂ ണിയൻ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി 
കേരള സംസ്ഥാനത്ത് ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 
1961 - ലെ കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ട് (1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) ( പകാരം 
കേന്ദ് ഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ - (പവർത്തികൾ 31-5-1963 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ 
2/ 4/ 63 /ജുഡീഷ്യൽ II-) . നമ്പർ :പരസ്യ പ്രകാരം കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിന 
ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒര 
പൊതുക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് N.H. 17- ൽ ചേററുവ പാലത്തിന്റെ വടക്കാ 
ഭാഗം അപാച്ച് റോഡം, 

നിർമ്മിക്കുന്നതിന് 
ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ 
ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാൻ ഇടയുണ്ടെന്നോ, - കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനു തോന്നുന്നതി 
നാലും, അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് അതു സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാപേർക്കും ടി 
ആക്റ് 3 . (1 ) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് 

" ഇതിനാൽ 
നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . ടി ആക്ട്19-ാം വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പ് പ്രകാരം 
കേരള ഗവൺമെന്റ് പ്രസ്തുത സംഗതിയുടെ 

അടിയന്തിര സ്ഥിതി 
പരിഗണിച്ച്, മേൽപ്പടി ആക്ററ് 5 -ാം വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ഈ പൊ 
ന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക്ബാധകമല്ലെന്ന് നിർദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാൽ ആ വിവരം 
ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു. 

SCHEDULE 

L :: :: t; - + Tricltur. 
Taluk . - Chavakkad, 

: : : Village or 

Amsom.and Desom .-- Orumanayoor . 

( The extent given is approximate) 
Sl. No. Re-survey Number 

Description 

Extent 

(Hectare) 
228 /9A2 Part 

Dry 

0.1524 
228/ 9B Part 

0.3500 


് 


5 


Description 
Nancha now dry 


" 


Full 


33 


9 ) 


3 ) 


93 


93 


9 ) 


93 


SI.No. 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 


93 


" ) 


93 


95 


99 


Dry 
U.A. 
Dry 


» 


3 ) 


" 


22 


> 


23 


99 


3 


24 


> 


) 


Resurvey Number 
228/10 Full 
228 / 3 - B 

Full 
228/8 
228/7 

Part 
228 / 6 - A 
227 /1 - B 

1 
227/2 
227/1A2 
22713 
226 /3A 
226/2 
226/1 
225/19 
225/20 
225/21 
225/22 
225/15 
225/16 
225/11 
225/12 
225/8 
225/3 
225/4 
225/2 
224/11 
224/17 
224/12 
224/13 
224/14 
224/2 
224/16 
224/15 
223/12 
223/13 
223/14 
223/9 
223/10 
223/3 
223/4 
222/8 
222/7 
22219 
222/6 
222/5 
2224 
22273 
22212 


Extent ( Hectare) 

0.0526 
0.0849 
0.0121 
0.0220 
0.0460 
0.0855 
0.0982 
0.0420 
0.1234 
0.1322 
0.1798 
0.1112 
0.0375 
0.0062 
0.0597 
0.0256 
0.0800 
0.0350 
0.0360 
0.0990 
0.0045 
0.0650 
0.0480 
0.1430 
0.0210 
0.0690 
0.0292 
0.0848 
0.0042 
0.2170 
0.0007 
0.0009 
0.0660 
0.0045 
0.0060 
0.0505 
0.0612 
0.0900 
0.0234 
0.0200 
0.0440 
0.0140 
0.0690 
0.0180 
0.0748 
0.0588 
0.1580 


23 


. " 


> 


9 ) 


5 ) 


25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 


9 


3 ) 


Nancha now dry 

Dry 
U.A. 
Dry 


>> 


3 ) 


3 ) 


35 


99 


3 


29 


23 


49 


Sl . No. 


Re- Survey No. 


Description 


Extent (Hectare ) 


IFull 
Part 


Dry 


33 


33 


13 


50 
51 
52 
53 
54. 
55 
56 
57 
58 


222/1 
22114 
221/1 
2156 
2157 
2161- B 
218/7 
219/1 
219/3 


U.A. 
Dry 


0.0243 
0.1136 
0.0005 
0.01.20 
0.1080 
0.0120 
0.0050 
0.0160 
0.0025 


1 


1 


3 ) 


15 


13 


1 


2 


13 


Total 


3.7007 


( 4) 
No. 52019|D1|78/PW. 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th December 1978. 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2 /4 /63/Judl. II 
dated 31-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961 (Act 21 of 1962) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the 
purpose of the Union , in the Kerala State; 

And, whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the land speci 
fied in the Schedule below is needed or is likely to be needed for a public 
purpose, to wit for the formation of South Approach Road to Chettuva 
Bridge in N. H. 17, notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may 
concern in accordance with the provisions of section 3 (1) of the said Act. 
Under sub section (4) of section 19 of the said Act the Government direct 
that in view of the urgency of the case the provisions of section 5 of the Act 
shall not apply to this case . 

258 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ട്രപതി, യു ണിയന്റെ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി കേരള 
സംസ്ഥാനത്ത്ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 19 61 - ലെ 
കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ററ് (19 6 2 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) പ്രകാരം 
കേന്ദ്ര ഗവൺമെന്ററിന്റെ പ്രവൃത്തികൾ 31.5.19 63-ാം തീയതിയിലെ 2/ 4/63/ 
ജുഡീഷ്യൽ II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യപ്രകാരം കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനെ ആ ഗവൺ 
മെൻറിന്റെ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതു 
ക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് N.H. 17- ൽ ചേററുവ പാലത്തിന്റെ തെക്കു ഭാഗം 
അ ( പാച്ച് റോഡു നിർമ്മിക്കുന്നതിന് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാനി 
ടയുണ്ടെന്നോ കേരള ഗവൺമെന്റിന് തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും അതിനുളളനോട്ടീസ 
അതു സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും മേപ്പടി ആക്ററ് 3 ( 1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ 


ഭര ണഘടന , 


7 


വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . ടി ആക്ററ് 19 -ാം 
വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം ഉപ വകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറ് 

പസ്തുത 
സംഗതിയുടെ അടിയന്തിരസ്ഥിതി പരിഗണിച്ച് ടി ആക്ററ് 5 -ാം വകുപ്പിലെ 
വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ഈ പൊന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക് ബാധകമല്ലെന്ന് നിർദേശി 
ച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാൽ ആ വിവരം ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയി 
രിക്കുന്നു . 


SCHEDULE 


District. - Trichur. 

Village or 
Amsom and Desam. - Engandiyoor. 


Taluk . - Chavakkad. 


വ 


33 


23 


33 


3 


53 


19 


3 


1 


33 


1 ) 


23 


13 


33 


2 


3 


13 


( The extent given is approximate) 
Serial No. Re-Survey No. 

Description 
22/2 Full 

Dry 
2 22/11 
3 2213 

2214 
5 2215 
6 22/8 Part 
7 22/9 
8 

2014 
9 20/10 
10 20/11- A 
11 20/11- B 
12 26,3 
13 26/4 
14 26/5 
15 

26/12 
16 26/13 B 
17 . 26/17 
18 2714. 
19 
20 2717 - B 
21 

2717 - C 
22 81 1 
23 81/10 
24 81/11 
25 8112 
26 80/1 
27 802- A 
28 80/2.B 
29 79/1 
30 79/12- A 
31 

79/12- B 


3 


93 


13 


33 


Extent ( Hectare) 

0.0769 
0. 0364 
0.0405 
0.06+ 
0.097 [ 
0.0870 
| 0.0510 
| 0.0350 
0.0500 
0.0190 
0.01 40 
0. 0223 
0.01 70 
0. 029 
0.0240 
0.0400 
0.0270 
0.0600 
0.0180 
0.0 30 
0,01 60 
0.0320 
0.0020 
0.01 40) 
0.01 30 
0.01 30) 
0.01 00 
0.0070) 
0.0010 
0 , 0080 
0.01 40 


33 


5 


33 


3 


33 


2 


277A.1.A ,, 


3 


19 


2 


23 


9 


23 


33 


1 


2 


53 


3 


1 


33 


19 


23 


13 


2 ) 


2 


3 ) 


1 ) 


2 


8 


Sl. No. 


Description 


Extent (Hectare) 


Dry 


32 
33 
34 
35 


Re- Survey No. 
79/2 Part 
29/3 

33 
73/1 
73/2 


1 


0. 0260 
0.0190 
0.0370 
| 0. 0080 


15 


13 


Total 


1. 0370 


( 5) 
No. 52020/Di |78|PW. 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th December 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause ( 1) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2/4 /63/ Judl. II 
dated 31-5-1963 entrusted the Government Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961 ( Act 21 of 1962) in relation to the acquisition of lands for the purpose 
of the Union in the Kerala State; 

And whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the land 
specified in the schedule below is needed or is likely to be needed , for a 

public purpose to wit for the developments of N. H. 47 (Chalakudy Byepass) 
. islock No. 26, notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern , 
in accordance with the provisions of section 3 ( 1) of the said Act. Under 
sub section (4 ) of section 19 of the said Act, the Government direct that in 
view of the urgency of the case the provisions of sectton 5. of the Act shall 
not apply to this case . 

ഭരണഘടന , 258 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ട്രപതി, യു ണിയന്റെ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി കേരള 
സംസ്ഥാനത്ത് ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 1961 
ലെ കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ററ് ( 1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) പ്രകാരം 
കന്ദ ഗവൺമെന്റിന്റെ പ്രവൃത്തികൾ 

31-5-1963 -ാം 1 തീയതിയിലെ 
214 63 /ജുഡീഷ്യൽ "II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യ പ്രകാരം കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനെ 
ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ് സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതു 
കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് ചാലക്കുടി ബൈപാസ് ( N.H. 47) Block No. 26 
വികസിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാനിടയുണ്ടെന്നോ 
കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറിന 

തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും അതിനുളള നോട്ടീസ് അതു 
സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും മേപ്പടി ആക്ററ് 3 (1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ 
വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . ടി ആക്ററ് 19 -ാം 
വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം 

ഉപവകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറ് പ്രസ്തുത 
സംഗതിയുടെ അടിയന്തിരസ്ഥിതി. പരിഗണിച്ച് 

ടി ആക്ററ് 5 -ാം 
വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ഈ പൊന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക ബാധകമല്ലെന്ന് 
നിർദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാൽ 

വിവരം 

ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും 
ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 


ത്തു 


SCHEDULE 


District. Tricltur . 
Taluk. - Mukundapuram 

Village .-- Kizhake Chalakudy. 
( The extent given is approximate) 

Description 

Extent 

Hectare 
448/4 Part 

Dry 

0.0040 


Survey No. 


( 6) 
No. 52021 | D1| 78|PW. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 12th December 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2/4/63 Judl. II dated 
•3-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the CentralGovernment under the Kerala Land Acquisition Act, 
1961 (Act 21 of 1962) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the purpose 
of the Union , in the Kerala State; 

And, whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the lands speci 
fied in the Schedule below are needed or are likely to be needed for a public 
purpose, to wit for the developmentof N.H.47 Chalakudy By-epass Block No. 30 , 
notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern in 
accordance with the provisions of section 3 (1 ) of the said Act. Under 
sub section (4 ) of section 19 of the said Act the Government direct that 
in view of the urgency of the case the provisions of section 5 of the Act shall 
not apply to this case . 

ഭരണഘടന 258 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ടപതിയൂണിയന്റെ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി കേരള 
സംസ്ഥാനത്ത്ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 1961 - ലെ 
കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് 

ആക° s (1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) പ്രകാരം 
കേന്ദ്ര ഗവൺമെന്റിന്റെ പ്രവർത്തികൾ 31-5-19 63 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ 
2/ 4 /1963 /ജുഡീഷ്യൽ II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യ പ്രകാരം കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനെ 
ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിന്റെ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലു •; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു 
പൊതുക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് ചാലക്കുടി ബൈപാസ് (NH 47) Block No. 30 
വികസിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാൻ ഇടയുണ്ടെന്നോ, 
കേറളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിന് തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും, അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് അതു 
സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും ടി ആക്റ് ( 1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ 
വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു ." , ടി ആക്ട് 19 -ാം 
വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം കേരള ഗവൺമെന്റ് നിയതുത സംഗതി 
യുടെ അടിയന്തിരസ്ഥിതി പരിഗണിച്ച് ടി ആക്ട് 5-1കുപ്പിലെ വ്യവ 
സ്ഥകൾ ഈ പൊന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക് ബാധകമല്ലെന്ന് നിർദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്ക . 
ന്നതിനാൽ ആ വിവരംബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു 
33/ 4516/ MC 


SCHEDULE 


District. - Trichur. 

Taluk. - Mukundapuram . 
Village. - Kizhake Chalakudy 

The extent given is approximate ) 
Serial No. Survey No. 

Description 

Extent in 

Hectare 
478/1 Part 

Wet 

0.0005 
478/4 

0.0280 
479/2 

0.0520 
4 479/3 

0.0070 
4797 

0.0640 
486/3 

0.0360 


3 


3 


3 


1 


33 


15 


33 


2 


33 


Total 


0.1875 


( 7) 


No. 52022|D1| 78 |PW. 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th December 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2/4/63 Judl. II dated 
31-5-1963 entrusted theGovernment of Kerala with their consent the functions 
of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition Act, 1961 
(Act 21 of 1962 ) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the purpose of the 
Union , in the Kerala State; 

And, whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the lands speci 
fied in the Schedule below are needed or are likely to be needed for a public 
purpose, to wit for the development of N.H. 47 Chalakudy By-epass , Block 
No. 27, notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern in 
accordance with the provisions of section 3 (1) of the said Act. Under 
sub section (4) of section 19 of the said Act the Government direct that in 
view of the urgency of the case the provisions of section 5 of the Act shall 
not apply to this case. 

258 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ട്രപതി യുണിയൻ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി 
കേരള സംസ്ഥാനത്ത 

ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 
1961- ലെ കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ്ആക° s (1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) പ്രകാരം 
കന്ദ ഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ പ്രവർത്തികൾ 31-5-1963 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ 
2/4/1963 ജുഡീഷ്യൽ II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യ പ്രകാരം കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിനെ 
ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിൻറെ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 


C 


ഭര ണഘടന 


11 


താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതു 
ക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് ചാലക്കുടി ബൈപാസ്. ( NH 47) Block No. 27 
വികസിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാൻ ഇടയുണ്ടെന്നോ, 
കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിന് തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും, അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് അതു 
സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും ടി ആക്ററ് 3 ( 1 ) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ 
വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . ടി അകററ് 19-ാം 
വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പ് പ്രകാരം കേരള ഗവൺ മെൻറ് പ്രസ്തുത സംഗതി 
യുടെ അടിയന്തിരസ്ഥിതി പരിഗണിച്ച് ടി ആക° ററ ° 5 -ാം വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവ 
സ്ഥകൾ ഈ പൊന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക് ബാധകമല്ലെന്നു നിർദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
തിനാൽ ആ വിവരം ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

SCHEDULE 


District. Trichur. 

Taluk.- \ fukundapuran . 
Village.- Kizhake Chalakudy. 

( The extent given is approximate ) 
Serial No. Survey No. 

Description 

Event in 

llectare 
459/1 Part 

Wet 

0.06 + 0 
2 459/3 

0.2000 
3 460/1 

Dry 

0.1420 
4 460/2 

0.1400 
4605 

0.0600 
6 4606 

0.0580 
7 460/8 

0.1700 
8 502/1 

0.0760 
9 5032 

0.0200 
10 504/10 

0.0100 


23 


33 


, 


33 


15 


1 


3 ) 


5 ) 


3 


13 


33 


Total 


0 , 9400 


( 8) 
No. 52033/Di| 78 |PW. 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th December 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause..CI) of Article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in notification No.1 ആവശ്യം:l. II dated 
31-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their couley /scre functions 
of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisico i Act, 1961 
(Act 21 of 1962) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the purpose of the 
Union , in the Kerala State ; 


1 2 


And , whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the lands speci 
fied in the Schedule below are needed or are likely to be needed for a public 
puropse, to wit for the development of N.H. 47 , Chalakudy, Bye pass, Block 
No. 28, notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom it may concern in 
accordance with the provisions of section 3 ( 1) of the said Act. 

Under sub 
section ( 4) of section 19 of the said Act the Government direct that in view 
of the urgency of the case the provisions of section 5 of the Act shall not apply 
to this case . 

ഭര ണഘടന 258 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 1 -ാം ഖണ്ഡത്താൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച്രാഷ്ട്രപതി,യൂണിയന്റെ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി കേരള 
സംസ്ഥാനത്ത് ഭൂമി വിലയ്ക്കെടുക്കുന്നതു സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം 1961 
ലെ കേരള സ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ററ് (1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്റ്) പ്രകാരം 
കേന്ദ്രഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ് ( പവത്തികൾ 31-5-1963 -ാം തീയതിയിലെ 
2.4.63 ജൂഡീഷ്യൽ II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യപ്രകാരം കേരള 

ഗവൺമെൻറിന് 
ആ ഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ സമ്മതത്തോടുകൂടി ഭരമേൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കയാലും; 

താഴെ കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതു 
ക്കാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് ചാലക്കുടി ബൈപാസ് (NH 47), Block No. 26 
വികസിപ്പിക്കുന്നതിന് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ, ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാനിടയുണ്ടെന്നോ 
കേരള 

ഗവൺമെൻറിന് തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് അതു 
സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും മേപ്പടി ആക്ററ് 3 ( 1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ 
വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . ടി ആക്റം 19 -ാം 
വകുപ്പ്, 4 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പു പ്രകാരം 

ഗവൺമെൻറ് പ്രസ്തുത 
സംഗതിയുടെഅടിയന്തിരസ്ഥിതി പരിഗണിച്ച് ടി ആക്ററ് 5 -ാം വകുപ്പിലെ 
വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ഈ പൊന്നുംവില നടപടിക്ക് ബാധകമല്ലെന്ന് നിർദ്ദേശി 
ച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാൽ ആ വിവരം ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട എല്ലാവർക്കും ഇതിനാൽ 
നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

SCHEDULE 
District.- Trichur . 

Taluk . - Mukundapuram . 
Village.- Kizhake Chalakudy. 

(The extent given is approximate) 
Serial No. Survey No. 

Description 

Extent in 

Hectare 
496 Part 

Dry 

0.1180 

0.1480 
3 

0.1560 


കേരള 


1 


2 


497|1 13 
498/1 13 


3 


35 


Total 


0.4220 


By order of the Governor, 
P. V. RAMACHANDRAN NAIR , 

Joint Secretary to Government. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Water & Transport ( Transport- B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. 18149/ TB2/78 /W & T . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 7th December , 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause ( 1) of Article 
258 of the Constitution , the President has in notification No. 2/4/63 Judl. II 
dated 31-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961 ( Act 21 of 1962) ; in relation to the acquisition of land for the 
purpose of the Union , in the Kerala State ; 

And , whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the lands 
specified in the Schedule below are needed or are likely to be needed for a 
public purpose, to wit for the acquisition of land for the Regional Tele 
communication Training Centre notice to that effect is hereby given to all 
whom it may concern in accordapce with the provisions of section 3 (1) 
of the said Act. 


bomeism 258–7 . ( 1) -9 . oumwon3 moddogs 

അധി 
കാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ച് രാഷ്ടപതിയൂണിയന്റെ ആവശ്യങ്ങൾക്കായി കേരള 
MUMULOMON 307 609509 mmojmomumºwle Iscom3. 1961 - es 
CHOB Mºndeo0531° apa, (1962 - bei 21-5 . ( ° 00 ) (N05d. C )( 03 

Bajondo molocido 10.10.10 O 31-5-1963-5. 0001010e 2 / 4 /63 
ജൂഡിഷ്യൽ II-ാം നമ്പർ പരസ്യപ്രകാരം കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറിനെ ആ ഗവണ 
0301000 manacomosd0351 , coon / 10109wello ; 
33 /4517/MC 


2 


താഴെകാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിച്ചിട്ടുളള ഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതുക്കാ 
ര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് കേന്ദ്രഗവൺമെന്റിന്റെ റീജിയണൽ ടെലികമ്മ ) ണിക്കേ 
ഷൻ ട്രയിനിംഗ് സെൻററിന് ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാനിടയു 
ണ്ടെന്നാ കേരള ഗവൺമെൻറിന 

തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും അതിനുള്ള നോട്ടീസ് 
അതു സംബന്ധിക്കുന്ന എല്ലാവർക്കും മേപ്പടി ആക്ററ് 3 ( 1) എന്ന വകു 
പ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകളനുസരിച്ച് ഇതിനാൽ നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 


SCHEDULE 


District. Trivandrum . 


Taluk. - Trivandrum . 


Village.- Nemom . 
(The extent given is approximate ) 
Sy. No. 

Description 


Sl. No. 


1 


2 


8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 


132/1 part 
132/2 part 
13214 part 
13215 
132| 6 
132/7 part 
1328 part 
132/9 
132/10 
132/11 
132/12 part 
132 13 
132/14 part 
132/15 
133/1 part 
133/2 part 
133/13 
133/14 


Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 
Dry 


Extent 
Ares Sq.m. 

+ 
02 43 
06 07 
25 09 
18 62 
26 71 
30 35 
55 85 
67 58 
03 24 
06 07 
19 02 
56 66 
84 18 
55 44. 
12 55 
04 86 
23 03 
15 78 


Total 


6 13 53 


By order of the Governor, 

K. KRISHNAN NAIR, 
Additional Secretary to Government. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY THE S.G.P. AT THE GOVERNMENT PRESS , 

TRIVANDRUM , 1978. 


